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Noteworthy 
About Nullification 


In regard to the February 18 article in THE 
New AMERICAN entitled “Just Say No,” 
about state and local nullification of un- 
constitutional actions by the federal gov- 
ernment: The author does a commendable 
job in exploring this fundamental consti- 
tutional issue that has been with this coun- 
try since its inception, was the paramount 
issue of the War of Southern Secession, 
and today, with its present implications, 
remains the major constitutional issue. But 
the issue should be clear. 

The authority of the United States is the 
authority given that government by the 
Constitution. It is the authority given to an 
“agent” by its “principal.” As an agent of 
the states, the federal government is lim- 
ited to the commission given it. It cannot 
legally exceed the powers or the subject 
matter jurisdiction given to it. When it 
does, it encroaches on the powers and ju- 
risdiction that was reserved by the states 
and/or the people. 

I wish to delve a little into how this af- 
fects the Treaty Power and the idea that 
treaties between countries override the 
Constitution. 

The Treaty Power is restricted to the 
powers and areas of government that have 
been assigned to the federal government 
by the Constitution. Specifically, “trea- 
ties made ... under the Authority of the 
United States, shall be the “supreme law 
of the Land.” 

The question is not whether the Treaty 
Power is supreme over state power — it 
is — within its jurisdiction. For example, 
a boundary settlement after a war will af- 
fect the rights of the people, but the fed- 
eral government is within its jurisdiction 
to make such a settlement. 

However, the national government cannot 
agree with a foreign government entity to 
turn over control of parenting or schooling 
to an international body — it has no juris- 
diction over this subject matter. The federal 
government can negotiate treaties limiting 
the size and number of naval vessels or re- 
strictions on atomic weapons testing, but not 
on firearm rights of American citizens. Not 
only are firearm rights outside of the fed- 
eral government’s limited jurisdiction, but 
the government is specifically forbidden by 
the Constitution to govern in this area. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


The absolute federal government su- 
premacy argument can be reduced to an 
absurdity by the thought of an agreement 
between the national government and a 
foreign government to change parts of the 
Constitution outside of the Constitution’s 
amendment process or to replace the entire 
Constitution itself with a new structure of 
government. 

The idea that an agreement by the fed- 
eral government with a foreign nation or 
group of nations restricting freedom of 
speech or property rights in America is 
allowable because the federal govern- 
ment has supremacy is fallacious legal 
thinking. Law professors and legal pun- 
dits get away with this perversion of the 
Constitution and logic because of the 
dumbing down of our secondary school, 
college, and law school Constitution 
courses. A properly educated class of 
citizens and lawyers would reject this 
convoluted understanding of constitu- 
tional structures. 

Treaties, as well as federal laws, have to 
be made pursuant to the Constitution, and 
the final say as to whether federal laws and 
treaties are outside of their constitutional 
permitted subject matter belongs to the 
principals (the people and their states), not 
the agent (the federal government), wheth- 
er legislative, executive, or judiciary. This 
power that the states have over the uncon- 
stitutional acts of the federal government 
is nullification. 

STEVEN D. BRUNO 
Sent via e-mail 


Putting On the Pressure 


News item: A pressure-cooker was used in 
the Boston bombing that killed three and 
injured many. 

To prevent future tragedy, the time has 
come to outlaw pressure-cookers, which 
will henceforth be termed “assault cook- 
ers.” No one can legally buy a “cooker,” 
except the military or the fire department 
(firemen like to cook, so we’ll give them 
a break). Everyone else must apply for a 
license, pay an exorbitant fee, and pass a 
background check. They must also agree 
to an appropriate waiting period. The real 
goal is “cooker” registration today, confis- 
cation tomorrow! 

DAVID HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 
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Obama Addresses Planned Parenthood, Condemns Pro-life Efforts 


President Obama spoke at Planned Parenthood’s annual gala 
April 26, using the platform to affirm his continued support of 
the abortion giant while attacking states that have worked to pro- 
tect the unborn and their mothers by passing legislation to defund 
Planned Parenthood and other abortion providers. 

Significantly, Obama is the first sitting president to address 
the so-called “family planning” organization. Just as significant 
is the fact that nowhere in Obama’s lengthy speech could he 
bring himself to utter the word “abortion,” although Planned 
Parenthood is responsible for 40 percent of the abortions per- 
formed in the United States, and abortion makes up a significant 
portion of its revenue stream. 


The president noted that “somewhere there’s a young 
woman starting a career who, because of you, is able 
to decide for herself when she wants to start a family.” 
By which he meant that Planned Parenthood has been 
only too willing to kill the pre-born babies of countless 
women who decided that, for whatever reason, a baby 
would be an unnecessary inconvenience. 

Ridiculing the over 40 states where lawmakers have 
introduced or passed laws to protect the unborn, Obama 
quipped to the supportive chuckles of the audience: 
“When you read about these laws you want to check 
the calendar. You want to make sure you’re still living 
in 2013. Forty years after the Supreme Court affirmed 
a woman’s constitutional right to privacy, including the 
right to choose, we shouldn’t have to remind people that 
when it comes to a woman’s health, no politician should 
get to decide what’s best for you.” 

Reaffirming his commitment to protect the abortion 
giant, which ponied up some $15 million in its efforts to help re- 
elect Obama in 2012, the president concluded his speech with the 
declaration that if he, his attorney general, and a core of federal 
judges get their way, “Planned Parenthood is not going anywhere. 
It’s not going anywhere today. It’s not going anywhere tomorrow.” 

After the president’s patronizing address, Planned Parent- 
hood’s head, Cecile Richards, returned the favor, saying that 
“President Obama has done more than any president in history 
for women’s health and rights” — even while she conceded that 
Planned Parenthood faces “unprecedented attacks” from states 
that have grown tired of pouring hundreds of millions of dollars 
into the coffers of the abortion business. 


Beginning of an EU-U.S. Police Merger? 


Europol, the burgeoning police and intelligence agency of the 
European Union (EU), appears to be getting ready to extend its 
reach into the United States in new ways, as part of the Transat- 
lantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) being promoted 
by President Obama and a powerful coalition of Wall Street one- 
worlders and globalist corporate executives. 

On April 16, the Delegation of the European Union to the 
United States and Europol welcomed more than 140 members 
of the U.S. and European law-enforcement communities for 
an in-depth discussion of transatlantic cooperation on law en- 
forcement in Washington, D.C. According to the EU delega- 
tion’s press release on the event, the conference topics included 
“cyber crime, terrorism, and crimes related to intellectual prop- 
erty rights.” 

“As globalization intensifies, we have to recognize that 
crime has also become increasingly multinational, multifac- 
eted, innovative and disruptive, and not in a good way,” EU 
Ambassador to the United States Joao Vale de Almeida said 
during his introduction. “The onus is on us, the EU and the 
U.S., public and law enforcement officials, to ensure that as 


OTe << a 


re 


we prepare to deepen our economic ties, we adapt effectively 
to this transformation. We also need to consider how to align 
our law enforcement resources to ensure that as we open up the 
opportunity for businesses and working families, we also keep 
criminal interests in check.” 

Deputy Secretary of Homeland Security Jane Holl Lute re- 
inforced the EU-U.S. convergence theme. She said, “Working 
together, we have already begun to see how we can transform the 
way in which we protect our nations, and our citizens, against 
the shared threats that we face. Whether those threats are from 
terrorists, cyber criminals, or those who seek to steal intellectual 
property ... the cooperation between our law enforcement agen- 
cies, governments, and our nations have never been stronger, and 
its impact has never been greater.” 

The sparse reportage of this important development in EU- 
U.S. relations left unmentioned the fact that Europol, like so 
many of the EU’s institutions, has incrementally taken on in- 
creased powers, with the European Commission always citing 
some crisis or exigency allegedly requiring more centralized 
police authority. 


— 
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Calls for Increased Russia-U.S. Security Cooperation 


In the immediate aftermath of the April 15 Boston Marathon bomb- 
ing, various “experts,” led principally by spokesmen for the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (CFR), began sounding the theme that 
this latest terror attack is proof of the need for more cooperation 
and convergence between U.S. and Russian intelligence agencies. 

James M. Lindsay, the CFR’s senior vice president and direc- 
tor of studies, and Anya Schmemann, director of the CFR’s Task 
Force Program, were among the first out of the starting blocks 
with an April 19 “Waters’ Edge” CFR blog that posited: “The 
reported identification of the Boston bombers as Chechens may 
spur increased U.S. support for Moscow’s approach to Islamic 
extremism. Russia has already offered its assistance in the ongo- 
ing investigation, and the Boston bombings will likely lead to in- 
creased counterterrorism cooperation between the two countries.” 

The following day, April 20, many newspapers and websites 


carried a Reuters story by Timothy Heritage with the title, “Bos- 
ton bombings — a chance for U.S.-Russia cooperation.” The Re- 
uters story begins: 


Russian President Vladimir Putin may have been tempted 
to tell Barack Obama “I told you so” when U.S. officials 
blamed two ethnic Chechens for the Boston Marathon 
bombings. He has long said the United States underesti- 
mates the security threat posed by Islamist militants in Rus- 
sia’s volatile North Caucasus, and has rejected criticism that 
Moscow’s use of force in the region has been heavy-handed. 


The Reuters story quoted Robert Legvold, a CFR member and regu- 
lar writer for the CFR journal Foreign Affairs, on the likely “‘posi- 
tive” effect the bombing would have on U.S.-Russian relations. 

“Now that we ourselves have experienced terror that has a 
North Caucasus dimension, it certainly gives a chance to revive 
counterterrorism cooperation,’ Angela Stent (CFR), director of 
the Center for Eurasian, Russian, and East European Studies at 
Georgetown University, told RIA Novosti, a Kremlin propaganda 
organ that serves Putin’s FSB as it did the Soviet KGB. 

“Putin has been making the point for 14 years that Chechnya 
affects all of us,” said Fiona Hill in an Associated Press story on 
April 23. Hill, formerly the White House’s national intelligence 
officer for Russia under Obama and President George W. Bush, is 
a CFR member. None of these experts has pointed out that many 
of the Chechen terror incidents in Russia have been exposed as 
fals-flag operations carried out by the Russian FSB. TNA will 
cover this in more detail in our next issue. 


Boston Lockdown — and Calls for More Police-state Measures 


“Forced lockdown of a city. Militarized police riding tanks 
in the streets. Door-to-door armed searches without warrant. 
Families thrown out of their homes at gunpoint to be searched 
without probable cause. Businesses forced to close. Transport 
shut down. 

“These were not the scenes from a military coup in a far off 
banana republic, but rather the scenes just over a week ago in 
Boston as the United States got a taste of martial law,” wrote 
Ron Paul, the former Congressman from Texas and presiden- 
tial candidate, in an April 29 column at LewRockwell.com. “The 
ostensible reason for the military-style takeover of parts of Bos- 
ton was that the accused perpetrator of a horrific crime was on 
the loose. The Boston bombing provided the opportunity for the 
government to turn what should have been a police investigation 
into a military-style occupation of an American city. This unprec- 
edented move should frighten us as much or more than the attack 
itself?’ Paul said. 

Ron Paul points out that “the suspect was not discovered by the 
paramilitary troops terrorizing the public. He was discovered by 
a private citizen, who then placed a call to the police. And he was 
identified not by government surveillance cameras, but by private 


citizens who willingly shared their photographs with the police.” 

Others, however, see the Boston bombing as an excuse to 
ratchet up the police-state measures: fewer restrictions on do- 
mestic intelligence, more warrantless searches, more surveillance 
cameras, etc. Richard Falkenrath, Senior Fellow for Counterter- 
rorism and Homeland Security at the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (CFR), in an April 25 interview with Jonathan Masters on 
the CFR website, claimed the failure of the FBI to apprehend the 
Tsarnaev brothers, the alleged perpetrators, before the attack, is 
evidence of “system” failure. 

“The problem is inherent in our system of government, which 
does not have a domestic intelligence service,” said Falkenrath, 
adding that “so long as you want to have a system in which the 
activities of your domestic law enforcement agencies are tightly 
circumscribed by law and jurisprudence, you will have these sorts 
of mistakes and tensions.” He sees the so-called Patriot Act of 
2001 as a good start, but would like to further “liberalize” our 
laws to allow more invasive monitoring of all citizens. 

New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg (CFR), meanwhile, 
said the country’s interpretation of the Constitution will “have to 
change” to allow for greater security to stave off future attacks. Ml 


Texas Governor Invites Illinois Businesses to Relocate to His State 

“If you’re a business owner in Illinois, I want to express my admiration 
for your ability to survive in an atmosphere that, intentionally or not, is 
designed for you to fail. There’s an escape route to economic freedom ... 
a route to Texas.” 

In his Open Letter to Illinois entrepreneurs, Governor Rick Perry likened 
their situation to that of “a burning building on the verge of collapse.” 


UN Official Sees Afghanistan’s Opium Production Increasing 

“The assumption is that it will reach again to 90 percent this year.” 

UN investigator Jean-Luc Lehahieu expects Afghanistan to supply 90 
percent of the world’s opium in 2013, compared to only 75 percent of the 
supply in 2012. 


Wounded Victims of Boston Bombing Relieved to Be Alive 

“Tt’s almost a paradox to see these patients without an extremity wake up and feel lucky.” 

In his role as chief of trauma services at Massachusetts General Hospital, Dr. George Velmahos 
treated some of the severely wounded victims of the terrorist attack that took three lives and wounded 
close to 200 others. 


New Political Movement in Germany 

Threatens Chancellor Merkel’s Reelection 

“We want to put an end to the flagrant breach of democratic, legal and 
economic principles that we have seen in the past three years, because 
Chancellor Merkel’s government said there is no alternative.” 
Economics professor Bernd Lucke is the leader of the Alternative 
for Germany political party calling for an end to Germany’s use of 
the euro. 


He Wants the Keystone Pipeline 

“T love this state as much as I love the environment. I urge the State 
Department that after four years of research and review, you ask the 
president to approve this much-needed project.” 

Nebraska labor union leader Ron Kaminski sees the pipeline as one 
way to boost the area’s economy. 


AP Images 


He Wants to Kill the Keystone Pipeline 

“Tt’s not in the national interest, and it is certainly not in Nebraska’s interest. Our landowners have been 
left to fend for themselves against an onslaught of dishonest land agents and corporate bullies.” 

At a State Department hearing in the Cornhusker State, rancher Ben Gotschall disagreed with two- 
thirds of his fellow Nebraskans who want the pipeline to be built. 


He’s No Fan of Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid 
“If you watch Democratic Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid in action on the floor of the Senate, you 
will observe a caricature of a statesman. He presents himself as a boxer 
who has spent too many years in the ring without headgear.” Charles 

A columnist in Florida’s Hernando Today newspaper, John Reiniers Grassley 
doesn’t try to contain his contempt for Senator Reid. 


Explaining His Vote Against 
Broader Background Checks for Gun Purchasers 
“Criminals do not submit to background checks now. They will not sub- 
mit to expanded background checks.” 
A proposal calling for more stringent background checks went down to 
defeat in the U.S. Senate. Senator Charles Grassley (R-Iowa) tersely 
explained why he voted against the measure. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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SECRETLY TRADING 


President Obama is pushing two trade pacts leading to economic and political 
integration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim nations. 


by William F. Jasper 


uring the 2012 presidential cam- 
paign, Republican challenger 
Mitt Romney attacked President 


Obama on trade issues, charging that 
Obama “has not signed one new free-trade 


10 


agreement in the past four years.” “I'll re- 
verse that failure,’ Romney pledged. 
Romney’s charge was at once both true 
and misleading. President Obama had not 
signed any “new” trade agreements; how- 
ever, he did win congressional approval 
for, and signed, trade agreements with 


Colombia, Panama, and South Korea that 
had been negotiated by the Bush admin- 
istration. Moreover, he has continued the 
efforts of the Clinton and Bush adminis- 
trations to create a Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship (TPP) and a Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership (TTIP). 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MAY 20, 2013 


AP Images 


aS 


a a 


The TPP and TTIP should be of special 
concern to Americans, since, as we shall 
detail presently, the authors and promoters 
of these agreements admit that they deal 
with far more than trade and have been 
designed to drag the United States into 
“regional governance” on a host of issues. 
The architects of the TPP and TTIP are vir- 
tually unanimous in their head-over-heels 
praise of, and support for, the political and 
economic merger taking place in the Euro- 
pean Union (EU). The once-sovereign na- 
tions of Europe have been tricked, bribed, 
and browbeaten into yielding control over 
almost every aspect of their lives to global- 
ist banking and corporate elites and their 
bureaucratic servitors in Brussels. The 
national governments, legislatures, and 
courts in the European Union are becom- 
ing mere administrative units of the unac- 
countable rulers of the increasingly tyran- 
nical EU central government. 

During a visit to London in 2000, for- 
mer Soviet dictator Mikhail Gorbachev 
referred to the increasingly authoritarian 
European Union as “the new European 
Soviet.” He was not being critical, mind 
you, but merely offering a startlingly can- 
did observation about the EU “project,” of 
which he has been — and remains — an 
enthusiastic booster. Gorbachev, a thor- 
oughly committed one-worlder, famously 
argued for expanding the EU into a “com- 
mon European home” that would include 
Russia and its former Soviet satellites. 

Vladimir Bukovsky, the famous Rus- 
sian dissident, author, neurophysiologist, 
and survivor of Soviet prisons, psychiatric 
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prisons, and labor camps, has delivered a 
credible indictment of the absolutism and 
repression that are becoming the hallmark 
of EU governance. In a speech in Brussels 
in 2006 sponsored by the United Kingdom 
Independence Party, Bukovsky called the 
EU a “monster” that must be dismantled 
before it becomes a full-fledged dictator- 
ship like the Soviet system he had fought. 
He compared the European Parliament to 
the Supreme Soviet, the faux legislative 
body that merely served as a rubber stamp 
for the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, and compared the EU’s socialist 
central planning to Gosplan, the Russian 
acronym for the State Committee for Plan- 
ning, which drew up the Soviet Union’s 
infamous Five-year Plans for the National 
Economy. Bukovsky charged: 


It is no accident that the European 
Parliament, for example, reminds 
me of the Supreme Soviet. It looks 
like the Supreme Soviet because it 
was designed like it. Similarly, when 
you look at the European 
Commission it looks like 
the Politburo. I mean it 
does so exactly, except for 
the fact that the Commis- 
sion now has 25 members 
and the Politburo usually 
had 13 or 15 members. 
Apart from that they are 
exactly the same, unac- 
countable to anyone, not 
directly elected by anyone 
at all. When you look into 


Transatlantic set up: President Barack Obama 
is flanked by European Council President 
Herman Van Rompuy (left) and European 
Commission President José Manuel Barroso 
at a November 28, 2011 White House press 
conference on U.S.-EU Transatlantic relations. 


all this bizarre activity of the Euro- 
pean Union with its 80,000 pages of 
regulations it looks like Gosplan. We 
used to have an organisation which 
was planning everything in the econ- 
omy, to the last nut and bolt, five 
years in advance. Exactly the same 
thing is happening in the EU. When 
you look at the type of EU corrup- 
tion, it is exactly the Soviet type of 
corruption, going from top to bottom 
rather than going from bottom to top. 


Bukovsky, who has lived in Cambridge, 
England, since the late 1970s, continued: 


If you go through all the structures 
and features of this emerging Euro- 
pean monster you will notice that it 
more and more resembles the So- 
viet Union. Of course, it is a milder 
version of the Soviet Union. Please, 
do not misunderstand me. I am not 
saying that it has a Gulag. It has no 
KGB — not yet — but I am very 
carefully watching such structures 
as Europol for example. That really 
worries me a lot because this organ- 
isation will probably have powers 
bigger than those of the KGB. They 
will have diplomatic immunity. Can 
you imagine a KGB with diplomatic 
immunity? They will have to police 
us on 32 kinds of crimes — two of 
which are particularly worrying, one 
is called racism, another is called xe- 
nophobia. No criminal court on earth 
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defines anything like this as a crime. 
So it is a new crime, and we have al- 
ready been warned. Someone from 
the British government told us that 
those who object to uncontrolled im- 
migration from the Third World will 
be regarded as racist and those who 
oppose further European integration 
will be regarded as xenophobes. 


Bukovsky is not alone in recognizing the 
increasingly despotic nature and rampant 
corruption of the EU system. Nigel Far- 
age, a member of the European Parlia- 
ment, regularly exposes the same in his 
speeches and on his website, as do many 
other Euroskeptic politicians, journalists, 
and whistleblowers. 

The fact is that the EU began as an eco- 
nomic and trade pact that, over the course 
of six decades, morphed into a full-blown 
supranational government that is now in 
the process of wiping out the few remain- 
ing vestiges of national sovereignty of its 
member states. And what is important to 


note is the blatant lying and 

deception that has been es- 

sential to each advance of the 

EU project along these lines. 

At each crucial step, when 

critics objected that a new set 

of EU powers would lead to 

destruction of national sov- 

ereignty and independence, 

the EU propagandists would 

assure the contrary and insist 

that “economic integration,” 

“harmonization,” and “convergence” 

posed no threat to national sovereignty, 

tradition, and local rule. Those assurances 
have now been proven completely false. 

Because the Transatlantic Trade and 

Investment Partnership is an agreement 

with an already existing transnational su- 

perstate — the EU — and because most 

of the key TTIP promoters have already 

enthusiastically embraced the EU ideas 

of integration, harmonization, and con- 

vergence, it is probably the more danger- 

ous of the two agreements, although the 

Trans-Pacific Partnership may be coming 

up earlier for a vote in the U.S. Congress. 


Obama Turns to “Trade” 

Compared to his two immediate prede- 
cessors, who both used brutal “ground 
and pound” methods to force trade pacts 
through Congress, Obama may seem to 
have been somewhat negligent of trade is- 
sues. The Clinton administration negotiat- 
ed more than 200 bilateral and multilateral 
trade agreements, including a major one 
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with Communist China, as well as pushing 
the hugely controversial North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) through 
Congress and winning approval for the 
equally contentious issue of U.S. mem- 
bership in the World Trade Organization. 
The George W. Bush administration, most 
notably, won approval for a Central Amer- 
ican Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) but 
failed to win passage of the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas (FTAA) to create an 
EU-style project for the Western Hemi- 
sphere. He also failed to enact the Security 
and Prosperity Partnership (SPP), a pact to 
develop an EU-type process among Cana- 
da, Mexico, and the United States. 

Gary Hufbauer, a senior fellow at Peter- 
son Institute for International Economics 
and a top promoter of NAFTA, TTIP, TPP, 
and the World Trade Organization, says 
Obama had good reasons for delaying his 
trade policy agenda. “This has been one of 
the quietest presidencies for trade policy 
since in the post [World War II] period,” 
Hufbauer told CNN in a September 12, 
2012 interview. “He had other priorities, 
such as dealing with the Great Recession 
and health care. It takes a lot of capital to 
get trade deals through Congress, and it’s 
particularly tough to do when the econo- 
my is weak.” 

Yes, pushing through ObamaCare, na- 
tionalizing the auto industry, bailing out 
Wall Street, and various and sundry other 
socialist nostrums occupied a great deal 
of Team Obama’s attention in the first 
four years. However, if the Obama ad- 
ministration failed to move fast enough 
and far enough on pushing through new 
trade agreements during its first term to 
suit some of the more fanatical globalist 
trade advocates, there is good reason to 
believe the White House will now be mov- 
ing trade pacts to the front burners. 

In his televised State of the Union Ad- 
dress to Congress on February 12, 2013, 
President Obama declared: 


To boost American exports, support 
American jobs and level the play- 
ing field in the growing markets of 


“New European Soviet”: Former Soviet 
communist leader Mikhail Gorbachev, shown 
here addressing a conference in London, 
U.K., in 2005, referred to the EU as “the new 
European Soviet.” 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MAY 20, 2013 


= 


—_. 
a 


— 


gs aris 


—_ 


AP Images 


ie 


ii — y ag > “2 


“EU monster”: Soviet-era dissident/author/scientist Vladimir Bakausey (left) warns: “If you go 
through all the structures and features of this emerging European monster you will notice that it 


more and more resembles the Soviet Union.” 


Asia, we intend to complete negotia- 
tions on a Trans-Pacific Partnership. 
And tonight, I’m announcing that we 
will launch talks on a comprehensive 
Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership with the European Union 
— because trade that is fair and free 
across the Atlantic supports millions 
of good-paying American jobs. 


The tag line “millions of good-paying 
American jobs” was the cue for applause, 
and the congressional attendees responded 
on command. The weeks and months since 
the president’s address have seen a con- 
tinuous flurry of high-level activity — in 
both official and private circles — on the 
TPP and TTIP, though most of it has been 
below the general public’s radar. 

On February 13, the day after his State 
of the Union address, President Obama 
joined European Council President Her- 
man Van Rompuy and European Com- 
mission President José Manuel Barroso in 
issuing a statement that announced: 


We, the Leaders of the United States 
and the European Union, are pleased 
to announce that ... the United States 
and the European Union will each ini- 
tiate the internal procedures necessary 
to launch negotiations on a Transatlan- 
tic Trade and Investment Partnership. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


With tariffs on trade between the United 
States and the European Union averaging 
just four percent, critics are asking why it 
is supposedly so urgent to put the TTIP 
on the fast track. And why, if this is only 
a “trade” pact, are the negotiators includ- 
ing climate change, sustainable develop- 
ment, homeland security, military actions, 
the UN’s Millennium Development Goals, 
taxes, regulatory harmonization, and a 
passel of other issues in the agreement? 
The answer is that the TTIP has been 
crafted specifically to bring about U.S.- 
EU political and economic “integration” 
in the same manner that the nations of Eu- 
rope were integrated into the EU monster 
described by Bukovsky. 


Not Idle Speculation 
This is not idle speculation; we have it on 
the direct authority of the TTIP authors. 
One of those authors was the late Warren 
Christopher, who served as secretary of 
state to President Clinton and was a for- 
eign policy advisor to President Obama. 
In a speech entitled “Charting a Trans- 
atlantic Agenda for the 21st Century,” in 
Madrid, Spain, on June 2, 1995, Secretary 
Christopher declared: “The long term ob- 
jective is the integration of the economies 
of North America and Europe, consistent 
with the principles of the WTO.” This, he 
averred, “will align our efforts to promote 


transatlantic integration with the forces of 
integration around the world.” 

Secretary Christopher elaborated 
further: 


The objective, as President Truman’s 
Under Secretary of State Robert 
Lovett said in 1948, “should con- 
tinue to be the progressively closer 
integration, both economic and po- 
litical, of presently free Europe, and 
eventually of as much of Europe as 
becomes free.” 


The Robert Lovett to whom Christopher 
approvingly refers was also secretary of 
defense under Truman — and one of the 
six “Wise Men” of the private Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR) who played 
major roles in bringing about the ascen- 
dency of the United Nations, Interna- 
tional Monetary Fund, World Bank, and 
other globalist institutions in the 1940s, 
*50s, and ’60s. The “progressively closer 
integration, both economic and political,” 
they envisioned would only be realized by 
a world government with plenary powers. 

Zbigniew Brzezinski, President Jimmy 
Carter’s national security advisor, in an ad- 
dress to Mikhail Gorbachev’s State of the 
World Forum in San Francisco in 1995, 
explained the importance of this progres- 
sive integration, in the context of the EU 
and other regional efforts. ““We cannot 
leap into world government in one quick 
step,” said Brzezinski. “The precondition 
for genuine globalization is progressive 
regionalization.” 

Professor Brzezinski, in addition to 
being a longtime leading member of the 
CFR, was also the designer hired by the 
then-chairman of the CFR, David Rock- 
efeller, to create the Trilateral Commission 
(TC) and to tutor and coach Jimmy Carter 
in carrying out CFR-TC policies. 

The handprints of the CFR-TC “Wise 
Men” are all over the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership. One of the 
most important organizations pushing for 
passage of the TTIP is the Transatlantic 
Policy Network (TPN). The network’s 
EU honorary president is Peter Suther- 
land, who is also honorary EU chairman 
of the Trilateral Commission. Sutherland 
is also chairman and managing director of 
Goldman Sachs International, as well as 
chairman of British Petroleum Company. 
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CFR vs. sovereignty: President of the Council on Foreign Relations Richard N. Haass (center 
and on large screen), speaking at the 2007 World Economic Forum, says that “states must be 
prepared to cede some sovereignty to world bodies.” 


Goldman Sachs, of course, has benefited 
handsomely from its cozy relationship 
with the EU, as it has from its close ties 
to the U.S. Treasury and the Federal Re- 
serve. And undoubtedly, its billionaire, 
corporatist-socialist execs are looking 
forward to even more profitable bailouts 
and inside deals with the opportunities 
offered under the TTIP. Ditto for many 
of the other Wall Street cheerleaders for 
the TTIP and TPP. 

The TPN’s U.S. honorary president for 
many years was Robert S. Strauss (CFR), 
founder of the insider law firm Akin 
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld, who served 
as Jimmy Carter’s trade representative, 
and later served in diplomatic roles under 
Presidents Reagan and George H.W. Bush. 
More recently, Strauss has been replaced 
by U.S. Senator Robert Bennett as TPN’s 
U.S. honorary president. 


Former Rep. Lee H. Hamilton (D-Ind.) 
is a veteran CFR member and internation- 
alist and served as co-chairman of TPN in 
the 1990s. He also co-authored the 1998 
TPN report Toward Transatlantic Part- 
nership, which called for harnessing “the 
growing collective powers of Europe to 
the long-established powers of the United 
States in a broadly based XXIst century 
transatlantic partnership.” 

Hamilton and his co-authors continued: 


Central to that vision is the TPN 
concept of “linkage,” by which we 
mean linking our growing political 
and economic interests with our 
long-standing common defence and 
security structures through a com- 
prehensive political framework. 
This will enable us to pursue our 
common global interests through 
joint action exploiting 
the full range of political, 
economic and security 
instruments at our collec- 
tive disposal. 


This “linkage” of politi- 
cal and economic interests 
through a “comprehensive 
political framework” is cen- 
tral to all of the efforts over 
the past several decades to 
craft a TTIP. 


Team Stats 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce has as 
its motto, “Standing Up for American En- 
terprise,” but it is clearly the large, mullti- 
national corporations it is backing, not its 
hundreds of thousands of small and medi- 
um-sized member enterprises. The cham- 
ber itself has produced a study showing 
that federal regulations are already costing 
the U.S. economy an astronomical $1.9 
trillion per year. This enormous burden is 
crushing many enterprises. The chamber 
would do well to put its members’ dues 
money, contributions, and political mus- 
cle to work rolling back the federal bu- 
reaucratic leviathan, rather than saddling 
its members with even more stifling EU 
regulations, which will surely follow if 
the TTIP is passed. But Thomas J. Dono- 
hue, the chamber’s president and CEO, is 
a CFR member and reliably toes the in- 
ternationalist line. So he is not likely to 
say or do anything that will contradict the 
corporate one-worlders who dominate the 
chamber’s leadership. After all, the Gulli- 
verian regulations actually help many of 
the big companies, effectively entrapping 
and wiping out their smaller competitors 
that don’t have the political connections 
or that can’t afford battalions of lawyers 
and accountants to deal with the regula- 
tions and regulators. 

The man leading Team Obama’s trade 
offensive is Michael Froman, assistant 
to the president of the United States and 
deputy national security advisor for inter- 
national economic affairs. A Wall Street 
insider, Froman was a managing director 
at Citigroup, and also served as president 
and chief executive officer of CitiInsur- 
ance before joining the Obama adminis- 
tration. No doubt, his previous service in 
Brussels with the Forward Studies Unit of 
the European Commission also figured in 
his appointment, though to Americans in 
the know this entry on his résumé would 
be recognized as at least cause for con- 
cern, if not an outright negative. 

Although virtually an unknown to the 
vast majority of Americans, Froman is 
definitely known in the higher circles of 
power that determine the economic and 
political fates of nations. Froman is not 
only a member of the Council on Foreign 
Relations and the more exclusive Trilat- 
eral Commission, but also a member of 
that super-secret, super-elite annual gath- 
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ering known as the Bilderberg Group. 
He is thus qualified to serve as the lead 
“Sherpa” guiding U.S. policy at the G7, 
G8, and G20 summits. And Froman’s 
fellow globalists in the CFR-dominated 
“mainstream” media could be counted on 
to ignore, cover up, or minimize his egre- 
gious corruption and conflicts of interest 
in the massive bailout of his employer 
(Citigroup) — which netted him $7.4 mil- 
lion, including a $2.25 million year-end 
bonus for 2008. In addition, Froman re- 
portedly played the central role in hiring 
New York Fed chief Timothy Geithner 
(CFR, TC) as Obama’s treasury secretary, 
even while Geithner was engineering the 
massive taxpayer bailout of Citigroup. 
And to make matters even more incestu- 
ously corrupt, Froman hired Jamie Rubin, 
the son of Citigroup CEO Robert Rubin 
(CFR, former Clinton treasury secretary, 
former co-chairman of Goldman Sachs), 
as a headhunter for the Obama transition 
team. Instead of spending time in prison 
for fraudulent mortgaged-backed “collat- 
eralized debt obligations” that enriched 
Citigroup and helped bring on the eco- 
nomic crisis, Rubin, Geithner, Froman, 
and company made off like bandits. Re- 
member this when Froman and Obama 
talk about “transparency” and the sup- 
posed benefits of TTIP. 

On March 1, the Obama White House 
announced that it would be seeking “fast 
track” authority from Congress to complete 
trade pact negotiations. Formally known as 
Trade Promotion Authority (TPA), the con- 
troversial fast-track authorization enables 
the White House to team up with trade 
agreement advocates in Congress to rush 
pacts through with little or no congressio- 
nal or public debate. Under TPA rules, a 
trade pact must have an up-or-down vote 
in both House and Senate, without amend- 
ment, within 90 days of being submitted 
by the executive branch. It has proven to be 
very effective; Congress has never rejected 
a trade agreement that was submitted under 
fast-track rules. 

But is TPA constitutional? That is the 
question that each and every member of 
Congress must answer, since each has 


Usurping national powers: The Berlaymont 
Building, headquarters of the European 
Commission, the EU executive that is taking 
increasing control over the European nations 
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taken an oath to uphold and defend the 
U.S. Constitution. Article I, Section 8 of 
the Constitution gives the power “to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations” to 
the legislative, not the executive branch 
of government. Awarding TPA to the ex- 
ecutive branch cedes an enormous grant 
of power to regulate foreign commerce to 
the president. Moreover, as we’ve already 
learned from our experience with NAFTA, 
these multilateral trade agreements set up 
panels, tribunals, and agencies that claim 
authority to override our local, state, and 
federal laws — and even the Constitution. 

During the battle over NAFTA, THE 
NEw AMERICAN published many articles 
warning that the agreement was designed 
to emulate the subversive EU process and 
represented a clear attack on our nation’s 
sovereignty. After NAFTA passed Con- 
gress, some of its proponents publicly con- 
firmed these charges. One such was New 
York Times writer William Orme, Jr., a 
NAFTA supporter who has penned articles 
for the CFR’s journal Foreign Affairs. He 
is also the author of the pro-NAFTA book 
Continental Shift: Free Trade and the New 
North America. In an article for the Wash- 
ington Post adapted from that book, Orme 
pointed out that when NAFTA was first 
proposed, “critics in all three countries 
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claimed that its hidden agenda was the de- 
velopment of a European-style common 
market.” The critics were absolutely right, 
Orme admitted, though they were treated 
as lunatics by the establishment punditry 
and the leadership of both the Democrat 
and Republican parties for stating the ob- 
vious. Orme continued: 


Didn’t Europe also start out with a 
limited free trade area? And, given 
the Brussels precedent, wouldn’t this 
mean ceding some measure of sov- 
ereignty to unelected bureaucrats? 
Even worse, would this lead to lib- 
eralization and collaborative policy 
making in many other sensitive areas, 
from monetary policy and immigra- 
tion to labor and environmental law? 

NAFTA’s defenders said no. They 
argued that the agreement is designed 
to dismantle trade barriers, not build a 
new regulatory bureaucracy. NAFTA, 
declared one congressional backer, 
“is a trade agreement, not an act of 
economic union.” 

Yet the critics were essentially 
right. NAFTA lays the foundation 
for a continental common market, 
as many of its architects privately 
acknowledge. Part of this founda- 
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U.S.-EU convergence: U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry (CFR), left, speaks as EU Commission 
President José Manuel Barroso listens on April 22, 2013, in Brussels, Belgium. 


tion, inevitably, is bureaucratic: The 
agreement creates a variety of con- 
tinental institutions — ranging from 
trade dispute panels to labor and en- 
vironmental commissions — that are, 
in aggregate, an embryonic NAFTA 
government. 


Andrew Reding of the World Policy Insti- 
tute is another avid internationalist who 
has publicly admitted that the “trade” 
side of NAFTA masks the real nature 
of NAFTA and other trade pacts. “With 
economic integration will come political 
integration,” said Reding, in an article he 
wrote for the Ottawa Citizen in September 
1992. Reding went further, noting: 


One of the purposes of NAFTA and 
other international trade agreements 
is to set the principles by which such 
decisions are to be made, including 
the critical question of how to “har- 
monize” differing labor, consumer, 
environmental, and other standards. 
By whatever name, this is an incipi- 
ent form of international government. 


Acknowledging that this form of bu- 
reaucratic “administrative law” is anti- 
democratic, Reding poses a solution: an 
EU-style parliament. “Following the lead 
of the Europeans,” said Reding, “North 
Americans should begin considering for- 
mation of a continental parliament.” Yes, 
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then we too can have a Supreme Soviet 
masquerading as a parliament, as Bu- 
kovsky has aptly described the EU legis- 
lative charade. We can expect to hear more 
calls for such a continental parliament, as 
the “democratic deficit” of NAFTA and 
CAFTA become more obvious. 


Malignant, Not Benign 
But for now, as during the run-up for 
NAFTA and CAFTA, the CFR crowd pre- 
fers, in the main, to insist to the American 
public that the TPP and TTIP are simply 
about dramatically expanding our economy 
and creating “millions of good-paying jobs” 
— promises that even many of the NAFTA- 
CAFTA advocates now admit never materi- 
alized, though millions of good-paying jobs 
did leave the country as a result. 
Nevertheless, there are plenty of reveal- 
ing admissions that belie the stated benign 
objectives of the TPP/TTIP lobby. On Feb- 
ruary 12, 2013, the same day as President 
Obama’s State of the Union announce- 
ment on trade, the Council on Foreign 
Relations’ Global Governance Program 


hosted a panel on 


“The G20: Prospects 

and Challenges for 

Global Governance,” | SECRETLY TRADING 
featuring some of = 
the CFR’s lead- 

ing lights, includ- 
ing Ian Bremmer, 
president of the Eur- 
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asia Group; CFR Senior Fellow 
Stewart M. Patrick; and Professor Anne- 
Marie Slaughter of Princeton University. 
Among the noteworthy comments by the 
participants was this approving statement 
by Ian Bremmer: “The EU is much more 
significant. There’s real subversion of sov- 
ereignty by the EU that works.” The panel- 
ists all agreed, apparently, that the EU is 
indeed engaged in the “real subversion of 
sovereignty” — and, it appears, all of them 
believe that is a good thing. 

That is not surprising. In a 2006 op-ed 
entitled, “State sovereignty must be altered 
in globalized era,’ CFR President Rich- 
ard Haass declared that we must “rethink” 
and “redefine” sovereignty because “new 
mechanisms are needed for regional and 
global governance” and “states must be 
prepared to cede some sovereignty to world 
bodies.” Due to globalization, said Haass, 
“sovereignty is not only becoming weaker 
in reality, but ... it needs to become weak- 
er.’ According to the CFR chief, we must 
choose between “an international system of 
either world government or anarchy.” 

President Obama is calling on Con- 
gress to provide him the TPA fast track 
with the announced intention of passing 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership by Decem- 
ber 31 of this year, and the Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership fol- 
lowing thereafter. An imposing lineup of 
corporate, banking, and union lobbyists 
is jumping aboard the trade bandwagon 
again. However, the same held true when 
President George W. Bush tried to ram the 
sovereignty-destroying Free Trade Area of 
the Americas, the Security and Prosperity 
Partnership, and the NAFTA Super High- 
way down America’s throat. But an awak- 
ened and energized patriot coalition shot 
down these massively funded operations. 
The same constitutionalist forces are now 
organizing again to shoot down Trade Pro- 
motion Authority in Congress, and along 
with it the Trans-Pacific and Transatlantic 
so-called partnerships. Hl 
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In the wake of the September 11, 2001 terror attacks on 
America, a long-term, large-scale study of Muslim beliefs was 
done. Some findings will surprise you; others not so much. 
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The central focus of Muslims an make the annual nilgrimage to the cand bosque in “Mecca i is 
the black, cube-shaped Ka’aba, the most important shrine in the Muslim world. According to the 
Koran, it was built by Abraham and his son Ishmael. 


by Brian Farmer 


mmediately after the horrific terror at- 
tacks that took place on September 11 
of 2001, Americans were asking them- 
selves, “Why is this happening to us? Why 
do they hate us?” Since the hijackers of the 
commercial airliners that were flown into 
the World Trade Center and the Pentagon 
were all Muslims, “they,” of course, meant 


Brian Farmer lived in Jeddah, Saudi Arabia, from 
1981 to 1997. 
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all of those who are followers of Islam. 
In an attempt to find answers to those and 
many other questions, the Gallup Organi- 
zation launched in 2001 the most exten- 
sive polling campaign ever conducted in 
the Muslim world. Over a period of five 
years, tens of thousands of Muslims were 
personally interviewed in more than 35 
countries where 90 percent of the world’s 
Muslims reside, including the United 
States, where the number of Muslim citi- 
zens now exceeds the number of Jewish 
citizens. The results of that huge survey 


were reported in the 2009 documentary 
Inside Islam: What a Billion Muslims Re- 
ally Believe. (That 56-minute video can be 
viewed online by typing the title into any 
Internet search engine.) 


Muslims and Misconceptions 

The data from that opinion poll reveal that 
much of the conventional wisdom regard- 
ing Muslims is simply wrong, starting with 
the general impression that the stereotypi- 
cal Muslim is an Arab. In fact, only around 
15 percent of the world’s 1.6 billion Mus- 
lims are Arabs. Here is a list of the 10 coun- 
tries with the largest Muslim populations: 


Indonesia ........... 205 million 
Pakistan ............ 178 million 
THO: 3s pect ene dee es 177 million 
Bangladesh .......... 149 million 
Eesypt: .: hsiencdeneed 80 million 
Nigeria .cce. ene des ess 76 million 
Tran gis s Gee ene dee eats 75 million 
db ha <<) ae 75 million 
Algeria ..¢3.sncdes ees 35 million 
Morocco ...........-. 32 million 


Only Egypt, Algeria, and Morocco have 
predominantly Arab populations. 

A host of other misconceptions, relating 
to everything from democratic values to 
women’s rights to terrorism, are discussed 
and refuted. Many of the misconceptions 
are fostered by a media that thrives on 
sensationalism. “If it bleeds, it leads” is 
the maxim often cited. An examination of 
the U.S. media revealed that 57 percent of 
the reporting relating to Muslims had to 
do with the activities of so-called “Mus- 
lim militants,” such as Osama bin Laden, 
al-Qaeda, and the Taliban, even though 
they make up only about one percent of 
all Muslims. That type of reporting is in- 
herently biased, as is the constant refer- 
ence to “Muslim terrorists.’ When Timo- 
thy McVeigh blew up the federal building 
in Oklahoma City on April 19 of 1995, 
the media did not label him a “Christian 
terrorist,’ even though he was motivated 
by the role that the federal government 
played in the deaths of members of the 
Branch Davidian religious cult in Waco, 
Texas, during February of 1993. Nor are 
members of the Ku Klux Klan labeled as 
“Christian terrorists,’ despite their trade- 
mark cross burnings. 
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In the United States, the number of 


Muslim citizens now exceeds the 
number of Jewish citizens. 


When the question was asked, “Does 
the West respect the Muslim world?” the 
percentage of Muslims who answered in 
the negative in selected countries was as 
follows: 


Palestine ...............0. 84% 
Egypt... cc.ae eta dewden dd 80% 
MUEKCY sce fig Bde oe oe 68% 
Watt gods vac ain kot ee eee 62% 
United States.............. 54% 
Malaysia ................. 42% 


In fact, Muslims around the world have 
concerns similar to those of the non-Mus- 
lims who live in the West, because human 
nature does not vary according to religion 
or politics or geography. For example, all 
human beings want to be able to raise their 
children in a safe environment. In addition, 
the vast majority of Muslims favor the dem- 
ocratic principles and political freedoms 
that are popular in the West. When asked 
about their support for freedom of speech, 
for example, the percentage of Muslims 
who answered in the affirmative in selected 
countries was as follows: 


United States.............. 97% 
FSY pts cick s ome suse e pads 94% 
te. 


Masked Palestinian militants 
from Islamic Jihad are seen during 
a training exercise in 2012. 
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Wan ¢ii6 di htiee eas 92% 
Indonesia.............. 90% 
Turkey ............0... 88% 
Pakistan............... 82% 


Even in the area of greatest diver- 
gence, relating to gender issues and 
the status of women, the differences are 
more a matter of culture than of religion. 
When the question was asked, “Should a 
woman be allowed to work at any job that 
she is qualified for?” the percentage of 
Muslim women who answered in the affir- 
mative in selected countries was as follows: 


Lebanon.................4. 96% 
Malaysia ................. 92% 
Jordan ....... 0.0.0.0 0 cee 89% 
SudAaM: 05 es slad a dei sag ae 85% 
NTP AN sicsscg sae Glad ech aes Bt 84% 
PS ypty cjveet eset etneree ts 83% 
Saudi Arabia .............. 82% 


This shows that the vast majority of Mus- 
lim women do not view their role in soci- 
ety as a passive one. And it is worth noting 
that the vast majority of Muslim men feel 
the same way, as the following affirmative 
percentages show: 


Lebanon.................. 92% 
Malaysia ................. 90% 
Jordan ......... 2.000000 82% 
Sudan. ............00 000 80% 
Tats ctawiee ee pale eae. 67% 
SY ptii.as aie be ede acca ls 62% 
Saudi Arabia .............. T4% 
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The headscarf (hijab) worn by Muslim 
women in public is sometimes viewed in 
the West as an infringement on a Muslim 
woman’s freedom, a humiliating sign of 
a woman’s inferior status in Muslim so- 
cieties, etc. In one tradition (hadith), the 
Prophet Mohammed is quoted as saying, 
“Tf a woman reaches the age of puberty, no 
part of her body should be seen but this,” 
and he pointed to his face and hands. In 
some Muslim countries, women cover 
their faces, but that is a reflection of a 
cultural value, not a religious one. Mus- 
lim women generally view the hijab as a 
way to make people focus on their inner 
attributes, that is, their personality and tal- 
ents, rather than their physical appearance. 
In that sense, the hijab serves to enhance 
their status as a human being and to dis- 
courage people from viewing them as a 
sex object. Hence, from the Muslim point 
of view, it is the immodestly clad Western 
woman who is really being debased. 

In March of 2002, a survey was con- 
ducted in which Americans were asked 
what they knew about Islam, and 54 per- 
cent admitted that they knew “not much” 
or “nothing” about Muslim beliefs. In 
January of 2007, several years after the 
invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, when 
one would have assumed that a height- 
ened awareness of Islam would have taken 
place in the interim, that figure had actual- 
ly increased to 57 percent. And sometimes 
what people thought they “knew” turned 
out not to be true, such as so-called “honor 
killings” (the murder of female family 
members for engaging in premarital sex, 
for example) being part of the Islamic 
legal system (Sharia). Once again, this 
has more to do with culture than religion. 
Likewise, suicide bombers are not neces- 
sarily acting out of religious motives (in 
fact, the suicide vest was invented by the 
Tamil Tigers, a separatist group of guer- 
rilla fighters on the island nation of Sri 
Lanka), just as Japanese kamikaze pilots 
were not acting out of religious motives. 
In any case, the vast majority of Muslims 
completely reject the idea of attacking ci- 
vilians, as shown in the polling data from 
these selected countries: 


Turkey...............00.0. 88% 
Lebanon. ..............00. 83% 
Indonesia..............0.. 71% 
Pakistani oxcd4.6 te dae BS 71% 
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Female supporters of the Pakistani religious party Jamaat-e-Islami attend a pro-hijab (pro-veil) rally 
in Lahore, Pakistan, in 2012. Nationwide rallies were organized to observe Hijab Day, in order to 
highlight what the group sees as the importance and value of the hijab for Muslim women. 


Wratl o3 can. bs alen cd dee ees 57% 


Interestingly, 32 percent of American 
Muslims do not categorically reject the 
idea of attacking civilians. 

There also seems to be a good deal of 
confusion surrounding the term jihad, 
which is often translated in the media as 
“holy war.” Jihad literally translates as 
“struggle for God” or “striving for the cause 
of Islam” and thus has a much broader 
meaning than is reflected in the translation 
“holy war.” It generally has two meanings: 
One refers to an inner, spiritual struggle, 
such as the struggle to be a good person, 
and the other refers to an outer, physical 
struggle, such as a struggle against social, 
political, or institutional corruption. Hence, 
jihad has a positive connotation, as Mus- 
lims view it. When the Gallup Organiza- 
tion asked Muslims, “How justified were 
the September 11 attacks?” the responses 
broke down as follows: 55 percent said 
the attacks were completely unjustified; 
12 percent somewhat justified; 11 percent 
reasonably justified; 7 percent mostly justi- 
fied; with only 7 percent saying they were 
completely justified. Eight percent of those 
surveyed did not respond. 

While Muslims generally admire the 
technological advancement and political 
freedoms enjoyed in the West, there is a 
good deal of resentment toward select 
countries. When Egyptians were asked their 
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opinions of certain countries, the percent- 
age expressing an unfavorable view toward 
these selected countries was as follows: 


United States...........0.. 74% 
United Kingdom........... 69% 
France .............000005 21% 


Among Kuwaitis, 67 percent had an unfa- 
vorable view of the United States, while 
only three percent had an unfavorable 
view of Canada, despite the fact that Cana- 
da is arguably the one country in the world 
that culturally most resembles the United 
States. This is true despite the fact that 
the U.S. military routed Iraq’s forces after 
Saddam Hussein’s army invaded Kuwait 
and took over the country. What accounts 
for this huge disparity? 

The Gallup Organization polling re- 
vealed that U.S. foreign policy is alienat- 
ing the Muslim world. Muslims believe 
that there is a major disconnect between 
the U.S. support of certain political, eco- 
nomic, and social values and then actually 
allowing Muslims to enjoy them. In other 
words, the U.S. government likes to talk 
the talk, but doesn’t walk the walk. For 
example, the U.S. government is notori- 
ous for propping up autocratic regimes in 
the Middle East, in return for being as- 
sured of a reliable supply of petroleum. 
As a result, U.S. foreign policy is often 
viewed as offensive, disrespectful, and ar- 
rogant, because it reflects the attitude of a 


colonizing power. When asked about the 
Iraq War, the percentage of Muslims in se- 
lected countries answering that it did more 
harm than good was as follows: 


Egypt... i000 dtae et eedes 94% 
West Bank & Gaza......... 93% 
Turkey...............000. 88% 
Pakistan...............05. 86% 
Saudi Arabia .............. 83% 
KuUWalt ced. Gee Gee es 716% 
Lebanon.................. 71% 
Tati e524 8k de4 ieee head 57% 


The relatively low figure for Iran may re- 
flect the hatred that many Iranians prob- 
ably feel toward Saddam Hussein, owing 
to the long and bloody war that Iran had 
to fight in order to repel the Iraqi invasion 
of their country during the 1980s. 


Making Much Out of the Information 
What is one to make of all of the afore- 
mentioned polling data that was reported 
in Inside Islam: What a Billion Muslims 
Really Believe? While polls measure pub- 
lic opinion, there are a number of different 
polling techniques, and each has its own 
advantages and disadvantages. Also, any 
significant events that take place before 
the actual poll is conducted will have an 
impact on the poll results, because those 
events will affect the way people respond 
to certain questions. In the case of personal 
interviews, one is almost guaranteed to get 
a response if one meets with an interviewee 
face to face, but the interviewer’s gender 
and race can also affect the responses. Ob- 
viously, a very significant event took place 
before the polling campaign described in 
the documentary, and one can surely be- 
lieve that the September 11 attacks would 
have a substantial effect on the results of 
a poll taken in the Muslim world. Also, 
Muslims are very aware of their negative 
image in the West, thanks to the way they 
are portrayed in the Western media. Hence, 
it would be logical to assume that Muslims 
would be very guarded in their responses 
to certain questions by a Western polling 
organization. Consequently, one has to be 
wary about taking the results of the Gallup 
poll at face value, and be careful about as- 
suming what they imply. 

In any case, upon closer inspection, one 
discovers an interesting dichotomy in the 
polling data. While the polling data show 
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Only around 15 percent of the world’s 


1.6 billion Muslims are Arabs. 


that a huge majority of Muslims in various 
countries completely reject the idea of at- 
tacking civilians, the polling data also show 
that a much smaller majority of Muslims 
view the September 11 attacks as complete- 
ly unjustified. Since the victims of the Sep- 
tember 11 attacks were civilians, how does 
one explain such a significant disparity in 
the polling data? With the media so full of 
reports of Muslim suicide bombers attack- 
ing civilians in the Muslim world, could 
it be that the respondents who completely 
reject the idea of attacking civilians were 
thinking of Muslim civilians, when they 
gave their responses? After all, double stan- 
dards are certainly not rare in this world. 

And that brings us to another aspect 
of Gallup’s polling process that is worth 
considering: While the questions asked 
were at least somewhat revealing, taking 
into account the disadvantages of personal 
interview polling described earlier, what 
about the questions that were not asked? 
A number of probing questions could 
have been asked relating to Muslims and 
non-Muslims living together in the same 
community, country, etc. That would have 
been especially interesting, given the ob- 
servations presented in the controversial 
book authored by Dr. Peter Hammond, 
Slavery, Terrorism and Islam: The Histori- 
cal Roots and Contemporary Threat. Here 
is a commentary adapted from Dr. Ham- 
mond’s book that appeared on the Front 
Page Magazine website: 


Islam is not a religion nor is it a cult. 
It is a complete system. 

Islam has religious, legal, political, 
economic, and military components. 
The religious component is a beard 
for all the other components. 

Islamization occurs when there are 
sufficient Muslims in a country to 
agitate for their so-called “religious 
rights.” 

When politically correct and cul- 
turally diverse societies agree to “the 
reasonable” Muslim demands for 


As long as the Muslim pop- 
ulation remains around 1% of 
any given country they will 
be regarded as a peace-loving 
minority and not as a threat to 
anyone. In fact, they may be featured 
in articles and films, stereotyped for 
their colorful uniqueness. [Examples: 
United States, Canada, Australia] 

At 2% and 3% they begin to pros- 
elytize from other ethnic minorities 
and disaffected groups with major 
recruiting from the jails and among 
street gangs. [Examples: United 
Kingdom, Germany, Denmark] 

From 5% on they exercise an inor- 
dinate influence in proportion to their 
percentage of the population. They 
will push for the introduction of halal 
(clean by Islamic standards) food, 
thereby securing food preparation jobs 
for Muslims. They will increase pres- 
sure on supermarket chains to feature 
it on their shelves — along with threats 
for failure to comply. [Examples: The 
Netherlands, Sweden, France] 

At this point, they will work to get 
the ruling government to allow them 
to rule themselves under Sharia, the 
Islamic Law. The ultimate goal of 
Islam is not to convert the world but 
to establish Sharia law over the en- 
tire world. 

When Muslims reach 10% of the 
population, they will increase law- 
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lessness as a means of complaint 
about their conditions (Paris — car 
burnings). Any non-Muslim action 
that offends Islam will result in up- 
risings and threats (Amsterdam — 
Mohammed cartoons). [Examples: 
Kenya, Israel, India] 

After reaching 20% expect hair- 
trigger rioting, jihad militia forma- 
tions, sporadic killings, and church 
and synagogue burning. [Example: 
Ethiopia] 

At 40% you will find widespread 
massacres, chronic terror attacks, and 
ongoing militia warfare. [Examples: 
Lebanon, Chad, Bosnia] 

From 60% you may expect unfet- 
tered persecution of non-believers 
and other religions, sporadic ethnic 
cleansing (genocide), use of Sharia 
Law as a weapon, and Jizya, the 
tax placed on infidels. [Examples: 
Sudan, Qatar, Albania] 

... It is good to remember that in 
many, many countries, such as France, 
the Muslim populations are centered 
around ghettos based on their ethnic- 
ity. Muslims do not integrate into the 
community at large. Therefore, they 
exercise more power than their na- 
tional average would indicate. 


Mohammed and Mercy 
It is obvious to anyone who has been pay- 
ing attention to what is happening in the 
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For Muslims, the Koran is the sacred book, the ultimate reference for how to behave. It is 
believed to be of divine origin, existing with God before the Creation, and that its message was 
given directly to Islam’s prophet, Mohammed, by the angel Gabriel. 


their “religious rights,” they also get 
the other components under the table. 
Here’s how it works. 
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world that life in predominantly Muslim 
countries is different from life in West- 
ern countries. That difference begins with 
Mohammed, who is believed by Muslims 
to be God’s last messenger to human- 
kind, and the Koran, which for Muslims 
is the eternal and direct revelation of God 
brought by the archangel Gabriel to Mo- 
hammed. The Koran is considered to be 
the ultimate reference for how to behave 
in the world. It is composed of 114 suras, 
or chapters, each of which is named after 
a characteristic word in the text. The suras 
are not arranged chronologically but, rath- 
er, according to length. 

On the basis of differences in style 
and content, Islamic theology divides the 
Koran into two major periods of revela- 
tion, namely, the Meccan suras and Me- 
dinan suras. The first period is before the 
exodus (hijra) of Mohammed and his 
followers from Mecca, where they were 
experiencing hostility, to Medina in the 
year 622. The Meccan suras are relatively 
shorter and concern themselves with call- 
ing non-believers to Islam. The Medinan 
suras are generally much longer and are 
concerned with fighting for the autonomy 
of Islam. The relatively tolerant verses that 
supporters of Islam like to quote, in order 
to show that Islam is a religion of peace, 
generally date from the Meccan period, 
while those with a more intolerant tone are 
mostly from the Medinan period. 

It is necessary to dwell on that distinction 
because of the Islamic doctrine of abroga- 
tion (naskh), which teaches that God can 
change or cancel what He tells Muslims. 
According to that doctrine, the violent vers- 
es of the Medinan suras abrogate the peace- 
ful verses of the Meccan suras. The most 
notorious of the former is the so-called 
“Verse of the Sword,” which is expressed 
in what most Muslim authorities agree was 
the very last part of the Koran to be revealed 
to Mohammed. The Verse of the Sword 
states, “Then, when the sacred months have 
passed, slay the idolaters wherever ye find 
them, and take them captive, and besiege 
them, and prepare for them each ambush. 
But if they repent and establish worship and 
pay the poor-due [practice regular charity], 
then leave their way free. Lo! Allah is For- 
giving, Merciful.” 

To comprehend the significance of that 
verse, one has to understand that belief 
in Allah, as the one and only God, is at 
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People react to an explosion at the 2013 Boston Marathon: One of the bombing suspects, 
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Tamerlan Tsarnaev, killed in a shootout with police, was a radicalized jihadist Muslim. Tamerlan is 
also the name of a 14th-century Muslim warrior who put entire populations to the sword. 


the heart of Islam. The biggest enemy of 
the Islamic concept of God is any form of 
polytheism. The worst sin, the one sin that 
God will not forgive, is associating other 
gods or persons of god with God (shirk). 
Many verses in the Koran decry the no- 
tion of a God who fathers or has children. 
Obviously, those admonishments were di- 
rected at Christianity and its assertion that 
Jesus Christ is the Son of God. The Koran 
holds Jesus in high regard as one of God’s 
prophets, but not as a divine being or Son 
of God. Likewise, the Christian dogma of 
the trinity is considered by Muslims to 
be a form of polytheism, which Muslims 
claim undermines the oneness and unique- 
ness of god. It is for Islam the equivalent of 
weakening God’s sole supremacy, hence, 
it is viewed as a form of blasphemy. The 
fight against any kind of polytheism and 
the emphasis on the oneness of God, as 
defined by Islam, are major points in the 
religious warnings issued in Mohammed’s 
Koranic revelations. 

“Slay the idolaters wherever ye find 
them” is a far cry from Jesus’ directive to 
“Love your enemies.” The difference is 
highlighted in the following apocryphal 
story: 


Last month I attended my annual 
training session that’s required for 


maintaining my state prison secu- 
rity clearance in the prison ministry 
program. During the training session 
there was a presentation by three 
speakers representing the Roman 
Catholic, Protestant, and Muslim 
faiths who explained their belief sys- 
tems. I was particularly interested in 
what the Islamic Imam had to say. 

The Imam gave a great presenta- 
tion on the basics of Islam, complete 
with a video. After the presentations, 
time was provided for questions and 
answers. When it was my turn I di- 
rected my question to the Imam and 
asked, “Please, correct me if I am 
wrong, but I understand that most 
Imams and clerics of Islam support a 
jihad against the infidels of the world 
and that, by slaying an infidel, which 
is a command to all Muslims, they 
are assured of a place in heaven. If 
that is the case, then can you give me 
the definition of an infidel?” 

There was no disagreement with 
my statements and without hesitation 
he replied, “Non-believers.” 

I responded, “So, let me make sure 
I have this straight. All followers of 
Allah have been commanded to kill 
everyone who is not of your faith so 
they can go to heaven. Is that correct?” 
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Mohammed began to make his first public appearances in Mecca around 610, preaching 


against religious laxity and the decline in morals. As he became increasingly uncompromising, 
Mohammed was viewed by the wealthier citizens of Mecca as a troublemaker. Growing hostility 


led him to move to Medina. 


The expression on his face changed 
from one of authority and command 
to that of a little boy who had just got- 
ten caught with his hand in the cookie 
jar. He sheepishly replied, “Yes.” 

I then stated, “Well, sir, I have a 
real problem trying to imagine the 
Pope commanding all Roman Catho- 
lics to kill those of your faith or Billy 
Graham ordering Protestants to do 
the same in order to go to heaven!” 

The Imam was speechless. 

I continued, “I also have a problem 
with being your friend when you and 
your brother clerics are telling your 
followers to kill me. Let me ask you 
a question: Would you rather have 
your Allah who tells you to kill me 
in order to go to heaven or my Jesus 
who tells me to love you because I 
am going to heaven and wants you to 
be with me?” 

You could have heard a pin drop 
as the Imam hung his head in shame. 


Islam is the only major religion that does 
not have something equivalent to the 
Golden Rule, that is, the pronouncement 
by Jesus in Matthew 7:12 that “what ever 
you wish that men would do to you, do 
so to them.” The closest matching state- 
ment by Mohammed is “None of you will 
have faith till he likes for his brother what 
he likes for himself.” Hence, the Muslim 
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version of the Golden Rule applies only 
to fellow Muslims, not to non-Muslims. 
In fact, Mohammed exhorted his follow- 
ers to offer non-Muslims three choices: 
(1) become a Muslim; (2) pay the jizya, 
the poll tax levied on non-Muslims, 
which is the cornerstone of a system of 
regulations that institutionalize inferior 
status for non-Muslims under Islamic 
law; or (3) war with Muslims. In such 
fashion was Islam spread throughout the 
Middle East and North Africa during the 
seventh century. 

Furthermore, under Islam, a Muslim 
who renounces his or her faith is consid- 
ered to have committed a capital crime. 
This writer recalls an incident reported in 
one of the English-language newspapers 
published in Saudi Arabia while I was liv- 
ing there. A man in a town in the southern 
part of the kingdom had stated publicly 
that he no longer believed that Moham- 
med was a messenger of God. The local 
authorities deemed his offense to be so 
outrageous that there was only one suit- 
able punishment: He was beheaded. The 
same types of killings happen in non-Arab 
Muslim countries. Iran and Somalia, for 
example, have had such executions, done 
by hanging and shooting. 

This writer has attended public events in 
Wisconsin in which a panel of Muslims try 
to educate the local non-Muslim citizenry 
about the goodness of Islam. The present- 


ers invariably like to recite this verse from 
the Koran: “Whosoever killeth a human 
being for other than manslaughter or cor- 
ruption in the earth, it shall be as if he had 
killed all mankind, and whoso saveth the 
life of one, it shall be as if he had saved 
the life of all mankind.” However, the au- 
dience is not given the context of that pas- 
sage. The prohibition against murder in 
that verse was directed at the “Children of 
Israel” and not at Muslims. It was part of 
a warning to Jews not to fight against Mo- 
hammed, otherwise, they would receive a 
fearful punishment. 

Question: Why did the Muslim panelists 
at those public functions so shamelessly try 
to deceive their audiences? Answer: Since 
there is no equivalent to the Ten Command- 
ments under Islam, bearing false witness to 
promote Islam is permissible. 

Through the demographic pressures of 
immigration and high birth rates, Muslims 
are gradually accomplishing in the 20th 
and 21st centuries what they failed to do 
a thousand years ago, namely, conquer 
Europe. If present trends continue, sev- 
eral European nations could easily have 
Muslim majorities within 50 years. In the 
Netherlands, it has already reached the 
point where half of the births are to Mus- 
lim women. And in November of 2004, 
Steve Harrigan of FOX News reported this 
news item: 


Sweden’s third-largest city, Malmo, 
has become a Middle East outpost in 
Scandinavia. A quarter of the city’s 
population is now Muslim, and that 
number is rapidly growing. Nor are 
the Muslims of Malmo inclined to be 
peaceful and tolerant. Even the po- 
lice are afraid: “If we park our car it 
will be damaged, so, we have to go 
very often in two vehicles, one just to 
protect the other vehicle,” reported a 
police officer in Malmo. Meanwhile, 
Swedish ambulance drivers will not 
enter some areas of Malmo unless 
police accompany them. 


After living in Saudi Arabia and studying 
Islam for 16 years, this writer could not 
watch Inside Islam: What a Billion Mus- 
lims Really Believe without recalling that 
classic Groucho Marx line, “Who are you 
going to believe, me or your own lying 
eyes?” Mi 
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The Modern German Economic Miracle Is a Myth 


Germany’s economic model is usually viewed as being almost miraculous: It has resulted 
in manufacturing and exports, and it pays for the welfare state. Don’t believe it. 
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No function, no form: The Bauhaus was a school of design in Dessau, Germany, that emphasized very simplistic building design wherein the form 
of a structure complemented its function. Fittingly, the Bauhaus Institute is now helping Dessau downsize as its population continues to decline. 


by Bob Adelmann 


essau, a small and steadily shrink- 
D ing town in the German state of 

Saxony-Anhalt in what used to 
be East Germany, is doing the best it can. 
After the fall of the Berlin Wall the antici- 
pated “miracle” enjoyed by West Germany 
following World War II failed to material- 
ize for Dessau, and it is in the process of 
demolishing some 10,000 empty homes 
and turning the lots into parks. 

In disjointed English, Karl Groger, Des- 
sau’s building director, pointed to the dem- 
olition and said to a reporter from the New 
York Times in the spring of 2008, “From 
here you see that the city is embedded in 
a protected nature area. Someday all of 
this will be wilderness.” While Dessau is 
known for its Bauhaus school of design 
that operated before the war, Dessau of- 
ficials are hopeful that the new Bauhaus 
Institute, run by director Omar Akbar, will 
be able to help the city make the shift from 
growth to shrinkage. Akbar told Russell 
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Shorto, the Times reporter, that “shrink- 
age is a completely new phenomenon. We 
have to look for new ways to deal with it.” 

The nearby town of Eisleben is also 
rapidly shrinking, but it has a different 
solution: turning the town into a religious 
tourist center for those interested in seeing 
Martin Luther’s birthplace, as well as the 
church where he preached his last sermon 
in 1546. As Shorto explained, 


The city is laying out a tourist route 
— from the house in which Luther 
was born to his first church to the 
church in which he gave the last ser- 
mon before he died — that shows off 
its old center and turns its many der- 
elict buildings and empty lots into art 
installations related to the father of 
Protestantism. 


This flies in the face of the popular politi- 
cal and economic theme that Germany is 
on the cusp of a second “economic mir- 
acle” that can serve as a model for other 


countries to follow in order to grow, thrive, 
and prosper while providing plentiful so- 
cial services for their citizens. No one 
more clearly presents that “newly pros- 
perous Germany” meme than Rainer Ru- 
dolph, the head of the Economic and Com- 
mercial Section of the German Embassy 
in Washington, D.C. In an abstract of a 
presentation he gave on the new German 
model to students at the University of New 
Mexico in March, Rudolph explained: 


The German economic model as de- 
veloped since World War II has not 
only provided unparalleled pros- 
perity and security for German and 
European Union citizens. It has also 
done so while incorporating ele- 
ments of traditional humanistic and 
ethical protections for the less fortu- 
nate members of society. It melds the 
rights and duties of entrepreneurs and 
workers by means of a social partner- 
ship with strong unions. 

Germany has managed the po- 
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The average German saw his standard of 
living quadruple during the Golden Age, 
but remain essentially stagnant for the 


next quarter of a century. 


litical wonder of re-unification and 
strong economic development in the 
era of globalization due to its inno- 
vative and competitive export indus- 
tries, highly skilled workforce, very 
low youth unemployment and sound 
public finances, making it a major 
force for stabilizing the Euro. 


Something is amiss here. If the new Ger- 
man “model” as outlined by Rudolph 
works so well, why are towns like Des- 
sau, Eisleben, and many others in Sax- 
ony-Anhalt shrinking? Why is Germany’s 
population shrinking by 200,000 every 
year? Why has the country’s fertility rate 
dropped below the level necessary to 
sustain its population? Why has that rate 
stayed so low for so long? Why has there 
been such a huge increase in the number 
of children living in poverty, from one 
in 75 in 1965 (the middle of the German 
economic miracle) to one in six in 2007? 

How can a country whose tax burden is 
so great that it absorbs nearly 52 percent 
of the country’s economic output be con- 
sidered “prosperous?” 

Why is Germany’s economic outlook, 
as reported by Germany’s central bank, 
so poor? The German central bank, the 
Bundesbank, just reduced its economic 
forecast of Germany’s economic growth 
for 2013 by another tenth of a percentage 
point to 0.3 percent, and the latest purchas- 
ing managers’ report for Germany is show- 
ing a dramatic slowdown in new orders. 

What about the vaunted industrial 
magic behind Audi, Mercedes-Benz, and 
BMW? Reports on April 17 showed auto 
sales decline by a breathtaking 17 percent. 
What is this German economic model that 
Rudolph is touting as the answer for other 
struggling economies? 


A Growing Germany 

The first great German economic miracle 
can be clearly traced back to the day in 
June of 1948 when Germany’s economic 
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director, Ludwig Erhard, 
eliminated most of the price 
controls that had hampered 
the economy during and after 
the Nazi regime. That relax- 
ation, along with the replace- 
ment of the old worthless 
paper currency with a new 
one that promised to retain 
its value, spurred the German economy 
to a startling recovery. As Robert Cheek 
noted in his 2007 study of the German 
economy entitled “What Is Ailing the Ger- 
man Economy?” 


The German economic miracle was 
characterized by skyrocketing in- 
creases in industrial productivity 
along with historically low unem- 
ployment rates. 

Between 1950 and 1960 indus- 
trial production in West Germany 
had risen to two-and-a-half times the 
level of 1950, GDP (gross domestic 
product) grew by two-thirds, and the 
unemployment rate fell from 10.3% 
to an astonishing 1.2%. 


Prior to that date, the German economy 
remained hamstrung with the old Nazi 
price controls that helped build the Nazi 
war machine while impoverishing its citi- 
zens. Workplace absenteeism approached 
40 percent as a result of citizens leaving 
their jobs to work in their gardens to 


grow produce to feed their families, or 
else riding in ramshackle wagons into 
the countryside with whatever remaining 
personal possessions they had in order to 
barter them with farmers for fruits and 
vegetables. 

Once Erhard’s decree was issued, 
goods miraculously reappeared in 
store windows, workplace absenteeism 
dropped enormously, and the economy 
rebounded so strongly that the Germans 
called it “wirtschaftswunder” or “eco- 
nomic miracle.” 

Erhard’s plan was called the “social 
market economy” by Erhard’s associate 
Alfred Muller-Armack and was designed 
to be a balance between laissez-faire capi- 
talism, which was mistakenly perceived 
to be the cause of the Great Depression 
in the United States in the early 1930s, 
and the disastrous National Socialist com- 
mand economy enforced during the Nazi 
regime. This social market economy was 
to be a “third way” that would restore the 
economy while keeping in place the social 
safety nets for people in need. 

For a while the so-called miracle per- 
sisted despite its shortcomings partly be- 
cause the German citizenry needed it to 
work. As Cheek explained: 


Beyond its immediate success, the 
Social Market Economic System 
gained both popularity and recogni- 
tion from the population at large in 
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Business bust: Germany, which has and is still building a huge debt burden, will not be able to 
manufacture its way to responsible finances. Economic growth has been anemic in Germany, and 
now shows massive declines in auto sales for Audi, Mercedes-Benz, and BMW. 
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Germany. The degree of importance 
this system holds in the minds of the 
German people is best understood 
in light of the circumstances under 
which this system emerged. 

At the end of Nazi rule in Germa- 
ny, recognizing the scale and gravity 
of the atrocities committed under it, 
the German people could not deny 
that as a group they had made a ter- 
rible mistake. 

In effect, this largely destroyed any 
sense of national pride upon which 
Germans could base their national 
identity. All chances had been lost 
to formulate a positive identification 
with “Germanness” and Germany’s 
recent history. 


The temporary release of pressure on the 
economy, and the return of nationalist 
pride, served well to grow the economy 
out of its postwar poverty: 


In the wake of the post-war destruc- 
tion and hardship, it was the return 
of prosperity under the economic 
miracle which would fill this void 
in the mindset of the German peo- 
ple. The renewed economic vitality 
which emerged under the institu- 
tion of the German Social Market 
Economy allowed Germans to take 
pride in their collective industry 
and economic strength. The success 
of the German economy under the 
Social Market System came to form 
the founding myth upon which Ger- 
mans based their collective national 
identity. 


It didn’t take long, however, for Germa- 
ny’s newfound economic vitality to invite 
statists and internationalists to saddle 
the economy with more regulations and 
restrictions. The first step backward oc- 
curred in 1957 with the establishment of 
Germany’s central bank, the Deutsche 
Bundesbank. The bank almost immedi- 
ately began to interfere in the economy 
under misguided Keynesian economic 
policies, which allowed the government 
to spend money it wouldn’t otherwise 
have without raising taxes. In 1963, at 
Erhard’s urging, the Council of Economic 
Experts was established, which cemented 
into place the concept and the framework 
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One hand giveth...: Ludwig Erhard, the father of the German “economic miracle,” also had a 
hand in its demise by advocating more centralized control of the economy through a central bank. 


of the regulated economy, thus slowing 
down the economic success enjoyed prior 
to that time. 

So abrupt was the ending of the “eco- 
nomic miracle” that began in 1948 that by 
1973 Germany’s economic growth became 
almost nonexistent. A study published by 
the Centre for Economic Policy Research 
(CEPR) in June 2008 referred to the pe- 
riod from 1950 to 1973 as the Golden 
Age, while it called the following period 
of stagnation from 1973 and thereafter as 
the Growth Slowdown. So dramatic was 
the slowdown induced by the reinstitution 
of regulations and expensive public wel- 
fare programs that during the Golden Age 
Germany’s growth on a per-capita basis 
was more than five percent a year (which 
persisted for nearly a quarter of a century), 
but for the next 25 years that growth was 
barely positive, averaging just over one 
percent a year. 

What that meant was that the average 
German saw his standard of living qua- 
druple during the Golden Age, but remain 
essentially stagnant for the next quarter of 
a century. 

When Erhard (who had succeeded Ger- 
man Chancellor Konrad Adenaur in 1963) 
was voted out of office in 1966, he was re- 
placed by a coalition of socialist planners, 


including one Karl Schiller, who during 
the war was a member of Hitler’s Storm- 
troopers and who then after the war joined 
the socialist Social Democratic Party 
(SDP). Schiller brought with him the bag- 
gage of totalitarianism and economic plan- 
ning which, when implemented, removed 
any last vestige of the post-World War II 
German miracle from memory. 

Under Schiller, social welfare programs 
exploded, and when the size and costs of 
the newly promised benefits became evi- 
dent during an economic slowdown in 
1972, Schiller was forced out of office. 
But the damage had been done. During the 
decade of the 1980s, the economy stag- 
nated while unemployment continued to 
climb, reaching double digits for the first 
time since the German miracle began. 

Taxes were reduced slightly in the mid- 
’80s, which led to a brief spurt of growth 
in 1988 and 1989, just in time for the 
fall of the Berlin Wall in October 1990. 
Expectations were that the “wirtschafts- 
wunder” that Germany experienced after 
the war, but which had been all but extin- 
guished, would somehow bring East Ger- 
many into the 21st century economically 
and politically. 

West Germany poured $2 trillion into 
East Germany in a failed attempt to revi- 
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tax burden through slight reductions in tax 
rates, along with some cuts to welfare state 
benefits. Over noisy complaints by unions, 
large parts of Agenda 2010 were imple- 
mented and became effective in January 
2005. Almost immediately the economy 
began to rebound. In May 2007, unem- 
ployment hit a five-year low, and by 2011 
had fallen further to under seven percent, 
almost as impressive as the unemployment 
drop under President Reagan’s policies 
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It seemed orderly: During WWII, German workers turned out tanks for Hitler’s war machine, in 1981 to just over 5 percent in 1989. 
as well as fuel, foodstuffs, clothes, and munitions. But after the war, the true drawbacks to a Unfortunately that spurt in the economy 
command economy became clear when manufacturing plummeted and destitution set in. didn’t last, as Germany’s economic engine 
wasn’t strong enough to overcome the 
talize an economy that had suffered for had maintained a great degree of worldwide impact of the Great Recession. 
decades under a communist dictatorship. social stability by alleviating social Since hitting a peak in the summer of 2010, 
West Germany continued to pour annual friction through the redistribution of economic output has steadily declined and 
amounts of between $40 and $60 billion wealth. The resulting welfare state has just dropped into negative territory. 
into East Germany, but without notice- with its generous unemployment ben- A snapshot of the German economy 
able or measurable success. Unemploy- efits, universal health care, compre- provided by the CIA’s World Factbook, 
ment remained over seven percent, owing hensive social security, and indexed updated in April, reveals an economy suf- 
primarily to Germany’s equivalent of the pensions was in turn dependent on fering not only from excessive regulations 
minimum wage that guaranteed significant a certain level of economic growth and a firmly implanted welfare state, but 
unemployment even for those looking for to finance existing programs. The also from demographics and declining fer- 
work. expansion of social programs and tility rates. At the moment, a third of Ger- 
As Cheek explained: entitlements to East Germany added many’s population is age 55 or older, and 
pressure to the already strained social their pensions and other welfare-state ben- 
The problems of stagnant GDP budgets while straining relations be- efits are being paid for by those between 
growth and rising unemployment, tween East and West Germans. ages 15 and 55. The 15-to-55 cohort, cur- 
which had surfaced in [West Ger- West Germans had to pay more into rently at 53 percent of the population, is 
many] in the 1980s, were only inten- the social budgets during a time when shrinking, while the other is growing. It’s 
sified following German unification. [their] benefits were being rolled back. just a matter of time and mathematical cer- 
Since reunification in 1990, Ger- And in the new federal states, the ap- tainty that taxes will have to rise or ben- 
many has seen annual average real plication of West German social legis- efits will have to be cut in order to keep 
growth of only 1.8% and unemploy- lation contrasted unfavorably with the deficits in bounds. 
ment rates have averaged 7.5% over much more comprehensive welfare In fact, cuts in benefits, which began in 
the same period. system that had previously existed in 2010, are already having a negative impact 
Before unification, West Germany the [communist East]. on German families, especially elderly 


German pensioners who are increasingly 
By 2003, it was clear that being sent to cheaper retirement and long- 
Under Schiller, social welfare programs something had to be done _ term care facilities in Eastern Europe and 

: to revive the moribund Ger- Asia. According to Germany’s federal bu- 
exploded, and when the size and costs man economy. The Golden _ reau of statistics, more than 400,000 se- 
of the newly promised benefits became Age “miracle” following _ nior citizens are currently unable to afford 
the war was ancient history, a German retirement home, and that num- 
having been replaced by the _ ber is growing by five percent every year. 


evident during an economic slowdown in 
1972, Schiller was forced out of office. demands of the welfare state The Bundesbank does not have the 


and regulations that kept the luxury of being able to print its way out 
economy from performing of this mess because it’s part of the Eu- 
as it did in the 1950s and rozone and the government has made 


But the damage had been done. 
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promises to the European Union to keep 
its annual deficits under control. 

Raising taxes further could also be 
problematic. Not only does the average 
German earn $27,692 per year, compared 
to his U.S. counterpart who earns an av- 
erage of $37,708, but the German citizen 
loses much more in taxes than does the 
American worker. For example, accord- 
ing to a 2012 study by the International 
Business Times, a single person in Germa- 
ny sees 49.8 percent of her income taxed 
away (compared to 29.6 percent in the 
United States), while a two-earner fam- 
ily with two children loses 42.5 percent of 
their income to taxes (compared to 24.8 
percent in the United States). 

The other issue is the country’s shrink- 
ing population. At the moment, Germa- 
ny’s population is just over 81 million, 
but according to Germany’s own federal 
statistics office, by the year 2060 it will 
be under 70 million and perhaps as low 
as 65 million. 

In order to maintain its current popula- 
tion levels, a country’s fertility rate must 
be at 2.1 births per woman or higher dur- 
ing her childbearing years. In 1948, the 
year when Erhard eliminated price con- 
trols and allowed the German economy 
to begin to breathe again, the fertility rate 
was 3.06, and it stayed well over 2.1 until 
1972, coinciding with the year Schiller 
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was removed from office owing to the 
failure of his statist plans to stimulate the 
economy. It has dropped since then, stay- 
ing below the replacement rate of 2.1, and 
hitting a low of 0.77 in 1994. With the 
modest recovery in the economy thanks 
to a slight lessening of the pressure of the 
welfare state in the late 1990s, the rate rose 
a little, to 1.2, but was still well below the 
replacement rate. When Agenda 2010 was 
introduced in 2003, the rate was 1.26 and 
the year it was implemented, in 2005, the 
rate was 1.3. As the economy improved 
thanks to Agenda 2010, so did the rate, 
which hit a peak of 1.46 in 2010. In 2011, 
it dropped to 1.43 and in 2012 slid further 
to 1.42. 
According to the World Factbook, 


Reforms launched by the government 
of Chancellor Gerhard Schréder 
(1998-2005), deemed necessary to 
address chronically high unemploy- 
ment and low average growth, con- 
tributed to strong growth in 2006 
and 2007 and falling unemployment. 
These advances, as well as a govern- 
ment subsidized reduced working 
hour scheme, help explain the rela- 
tively modest increase in unemploy- 
ment during the 2008-09 recession 
— the deepest since World War II 
— and its decrease to 6.5% in 2012. 
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Miracle wanted: When East and West Germany were reunified, it was discovered that East German 
housing was not well maintained because of mandated cheap rents. A large percentage of housing 

did not have its own bathroom or central heating. West Germany was expected to fix the problems. 
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GDP contracted 5.1% in 2009 but 
grew by 4.2% in 2010, and 3.0% in 
2011, before dipping to 0.7% in 2012 
— a reflection of low investment 
spending due to crisis-induced un- 
certainty and the decreased demand 
for German exports from recession- 
stricken periphery countries. 


What the World Factbook leaves out is 
any mention of how low fertility rates 
are going to impact any possible future 
economic recovery. As noted in a recent 
study by the National Bureau of Eco- 
nomic Research, declining fertility rates 
soon begin to shrink a country’s working 
population, which reduces its economic 
output. 

Another factor militating against a 
strong economic recovery under the cur- 
rent German model is the size of its na- 
tional debt, which presently exceeds 80 
percent of Germany’s GDP. Even though 
this exceeds the limit agreed to under the 
terms of the Eurozone’s Stability and 
Growth Pact (SGP), it fails to account for 
any potential losses Germany could suf- 
fer as a result of defaults on loans it has 
extended to bail out Eurozone countries 
in even worse shape than itself. These 
include Greece, Ireland, Italy, Portugal, 
and Spain. 

Though Germany revels in the misper- 
ception that its finances are strong enough 
to be the lender of last resort, they aren’t. 
As Bloomberg noted, 


German banks built up precarious 
exposures to Europe’s peripheral 
countries in the years before the [Eu- 
ropean sovereign-debt] crisis. By De- 
cember 2009, according to the Bank 
for International Settlements, Ger- 
man banks had amassed claims of 
$704 billion on Greece, Ireland, Italy, 
Portugal and Spain, much more than 
the German banks’ aggregate capital. 
In other words, they lent more than 
they could afford. 


Gunner Beck, a lawyer and scholar in 
Great Britain and author of “The Myth 
of Germany’s Gain,” said it is likely that 
Germany will suffer losses on those loans, 
and when those losses are finally booked, 
Beck thinks Germany’s debt-to-GDP ratio 
will exceed 110 percent. 
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Such a debt level will likely doom eco- 
nomic recovery efforts in that country. Ac- 
cording to a study completed in January 
2010 by economics professors Carmen 
Reinhart of the University of Maryland 
and Kenneth Rogoff of Harvard Univer- 
sity, when a country’s debt-to-GDP ratio 
exceeds 90 percent, its growth slows con- 
siderably, making it impossible for that 
country’s economy to grow itself out of 
the debt burden. Wrote the authors: 


Our main finding is that across both 
advanced countries and emerging 
markets, high debt/GDP levels (90 
percent and above) are associated 
with notably lower growth 
outcomes. 

Seldom do countries 
simply “grow” their way 
out of [such] deep debt 
burdens. 


The potential implications 
for Germany are clear. If its 
debt-to-GDP ratio breaches 
the 90 percent level, growth 
will slow even further. This 
will alarm investors holding 
German sovereign debt, who 
will then begin to demand 
risk premiums in the form of 
higher interest rates, putting 
additional pressure on an al- 
ready overburdened economy. 
Without saying as much, pro- 
fessors Reinhart and Rogoff 
are describing an economic 
death spiral as the economy 
slows further, eventually re- 
sulting in massive defaults on 
both outstanding debts and in- 
ternal welfare-state promises. 

Moody’s Analytics has 
an equally dismal outlook 
for Germany, noting that in 
the last quarter of 2012, its 
economy contracted 0.6 per- 
cent and that “high-frequency 
indicators suggest that invest- 
ment contracted before the 
end of 2012” and that “low 
consumer confidence points 
to consumption slowing 
down as well.” The situation 
in Germany is precarious, ac- 
cording to Moody’s: 
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The flash German PMI [Purchas- 
ing Managers Index] manufacturing 
gauge fell to 48.9 in March from 
50.3 previously. The value below 50 
indicates output contraction in the 
near future. 

The economic outlook remains 
highly uncertain because of the re- 
cession in the euro zone caused by 
the debt crisis. 


Germany can’t count on its export-driven 
economy to pull itself out of the coming 
decline, either, as most of its trading part- 
ners are suffering economic slowdowns as 
well. As Moody’s noted, “Slowing exports 
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Goodness gone awry: Germany promised its elderly myriad benefits, but 
the money isn’t there. Cuts in the German welfare state are forcing elderly 
pensioners to move out of the country for affordable care. 


will drag ... in the coming months, as some 
of its key trading partners are already in re- 
cession. In addition the still-elevated euro 
will hurt further German exports.” 

All of this, then, puts Rudolph’s exces- 
sive exuberance about how well the Ger- 
man “model” is working and how it will 
work in the future to pull other slowing 
economies back to health into proper 
perspective. The German economy most 
definitely is not providing “unparalleled 
prosperity and security for German and 
European Union citizens,” and it has not 
successfully “managed the political won- 
der of re-unification and strong economic 
development” while incorporating “sound 
public finances.” On the con- 
trary, any country wishing to 
adopt such a model would 
likely soon begin to enjoy the 
same results: an economic 
slowdown, a demographic 
challenge of heroic propor- 
tions, a welfare state that 
will shortly become unsup- 
portable, a decline in its fer- 
tility rate and the resulting 
implosion of its population. 
In short, if Rudolph’s model 
is adopted, it won’t take but 
a generation or two before 
Mark Steyn’s prediction 
comes true, that Germany 
and most of its neighbors will 
“devolve into quaint locales 
for vacationers, romantic 
poets and history buffs.” 

The errant perception that 
the German economic model 
is, as was touted as recently 
as February 2012 by the New 
York Times, “one of the won- 
ders of the world” is now 
being replaced with the stark 
reality that the combination 
of socialist planning, exces- 
sive welfare state programs, a 
declining fertility rate, and a 
soaring national debt is turn- 
ing that model into one that 
most countries would like to 
avoid altogether. The German 
economic model only looks 
| good when it is compared to 

the other socialist Eurozone 
economies that are faring 
even more poorly. 
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Topping Television Ratings With The Bible 


The Bible is a 10-part miniseries retelling stories from the Scriptures, with dazzling 
visual effects. It adapts the dramatic tales of faith and courage from Genesis through 
Revelation for a new generation of viewers. 
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by Charles Scaliger 


ity and those who embrace its message to public scorn — in 

the media, in the halls of government, and in institutions of 
learning at every level — cultural expressions of genuine faith 
for a mass audience are exceptional indeed. With violence and 
depravity becoming the norm even in formerly family-friendly 
prime-time TV, we might be forgiven the belief that uplifting 
material is no longer marketable to a wide American viewership. 
Yet with The Bible, their smash success of a miniseries, pro- 
ducers Mark Burnett and Roma Downey (of Touched by an 
Angel fame) have proven otherwise. The 10-hour series, aired 
on the History Channel in March and now available as a four- 
DVD set, became a cultural sensation overnight, with its first 
episode attracting more than 13 million viewers and the series 


I na day when it has become fashionable to subject Christian- 
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as a whole more than 95 million — blockbuster territory by any 
measure, and more especially for a venue like the History Chan- 
nel. Encouraged by the series’ success, Burnett and Downey are 
now working on a three-hour theatrical film version. 

The miniseries gives equal time to the Old and New Testa- 
ments, although the focus is on the life and mission of Jesus 
Christ; the voice of Jehovah is that of Portuguese actor Diogo 
Morgado, who plays a convincing if slightly bemused-looking 
Jesus of Nazareth in the second half of the series. 

Attempting to capture the essence of the Bible and “stay true 
to the spirit of the book” (as the show itself announces in an 
opening banner) is a daunting thing for a 10-hour format. In 
such a brief span, only a few highlights could be portrayed in 
any depth, and for the most part, Burnett and Downey chose 
their material well. The Creation, Fall, and Flood are dispensed 
with rather quickly in the opening episode, constrained perhaps 
by limited special effects budgets. And the complete omission of 
the Tower of Babel from the series’ opening montage of “obvi- 
ous” stories was disappointing. But overall, the series manages 
to convey the grandeur of the Old Testament better than anything 
to come out of Hollywood since Heston’s The Ten Command- 
ments (the film which inspired Burnett and Downey to launch 
The Bible in the first place). 

The first fleshed-out story is the life of Abraham, highlight- 
ing the abortive sacrifice of his son Isaac. Here, as in a few 
other spots, Abraham and his wife Sarah seem a little too con- 
flicted than the spirit of the original account might suggest. But 
nowhere does the show deface the narrative with political cor- 
rectness; there is, for example, no hint of racism or domineer- 
ing patriarchy in Abraham’s dismissal of his servant-concubine 
Hagar and their son Ishmael. Since the show makes no hectoring 
moral judgments, one feels sympathy for all the parties to this 
awkward and painful parting of ways. 

There follows an account of Lot and the destruction of 
Sodom, one of the few subpar sequences in the series. While 
the transformation of Lot’s shrewish wife into a pillar of salt will 
be cathartic for many viewers, the “Ninja angels” who hack their 
way out of Sodom, Jackie Chan style, with Lot’s family in tow, 
will not. And while the inhabitants of Sodom are fond of street 
performers and prostitution, no reference is made to the baser 
practices that have made Sodom infamous. Such an omission 
could be in the interest of keeping the show family-friendly — 
or it could be a sop to Hollywood’s suffocating pro-homosexual 
agenda-setters, for whom not even biblical proscriptions are evi- 
dence of sinful conduct. 

Moses and the Exodus are portrayed with soaring attention to 
detail, although time constraints prohibit a detailed depiction of 
every plague. The crossing of the Red Sea differs significantly 
from the biblical account (the sea is parted by a strong wind 
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blowing overnight, not by an instanta- 
neous flick of Moses’ staff), but is satisfy- 
ing all the same. 

The Bible then takes us on a whirlwind 
tour of the rise and fall of the ancient state 
of Israel, featuring the life and times of Saul 
and David (including a seven-foot Austra- 
lian actor playing a fearsome Goliath); 
Samson and Delilah; the fall of Jerusalem 
to Nebuchadnezzar’s army; Daniel and the 
captivity of the Jews in Babylon, and their 
eventual restoration to their homeland by 
the Persian emperor Cyrus. We make the 
acquaintance of several Old Testament 
prophets, including Samuel, Nathan, and 
Jeremiah (Isaiah and Elijah, alas, didn’t 
make the cut), and are properly repulsed 
by villainous, scheming Philistines and ef- 
fete, idolatrous Babylonians. For the most 
part, the Tunisian wastes where the series 
was filmed make an appropriate backdrop, 
although the landscape seems too desolate 
for Palestine in spots. 

Much has been made of the fact that 
Satan — played by veteran Tunisian actor 
Mohamen Mehdi Ouazanni — bears more 
than a passing resemblance to a superan- 
nuated Barack Obama in a burnoose. But 
the film’s producers insist this was not 
intentional, and Satan — who appears 
periodically as a silvery, mirage-like ma- 
levolence — is one of The Bible’s most 
convincing touches. 

There are, however, a few points where 
purists might decry poetic license. Does 
Samson (played by hulking African-British 
actor Nonso Anozie) really need to look like 
a dreadlocked Jamaican? Must we resort to 
that most tired of clichéd Hollywood zoo- 
logical inaccuracies, the scream of a red- 
tailed hawk, every time a circling vulture 
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appears onscreen? Do prophets never wash 
their faces? And why, oh why, is Daniel 
thrown to the lions by the otherwise (com- 
paratively) benevolent Persian king Cyrus, 
instead of the Medo-Persian king Darius? 
This last was the only departure from the 
biblical narrative that truly set this writer’s 
teeth on edge. 

If the Old Testament portion of the se- 
ries, owing to the complexity of the subject 
matter, is sometimes hit-or-miss, the same 
cannot be said of the New Testament, which 
is tautly and convincingly told from start 
to finish. Much of the success of the latter 
five hours is owing to the charisma of Mor- 
gado’s Jesus, who moves seamlessly from 
the light-hearted, compassionate miracle- 
worker, preacher, and foil of the Jewish re- 
ligious establishment to magisterial suffer- 
ing Son of God to resurrected divinity. The 
series prior to Jesus’ arrest and crucifixion 
portrays the lighter episodes of Christ’s life 
— no Gadarene swine or demoniacs here 
— focusing on the personality of the man 
more than his teachings (the Sermon on the 
Mount is confined to a couple of phrases, 
and the parables make no appearance what- 
soever). A number of his disciples — Peter, 
Thomas, Judas, and Mary Magdalene — 
are well-drawn, and plausible motivation 
is offered not only for Judas’ betrayal, but 
also for the machinations of Caiaphas and 
the Sanhedrin. Shakespearean veteran Greg 
Hicks’ Pontius Pilate fairly simmers with 
implacable Roman malevolence, while the 
soldiers who arrest, flog, and crucify Jesus 
are fittingly loutish. 

The Bible is at its best from Jesus’ entry 
into Jerusalem onward, perhaps because it 
is here that the series accords most fully 
with the biblical record. There is neither 


A chance on the Bible: Husband and wife 
Mark Burnett and Roma Downey reportedly 
raised $22 million to film the 10-hour 
miniseries The Bible. The series saw large 
audiences, and it has reportedly become the 
top-selling TV miniseries of all time. 


angel nor sanguinary sweat in Gethsemane, 
but the betrayal and arrest of Jesus is rivet- 
ing stuff. The torments endured by Christ 
prior to his death are occasionally graphic 
but never lurid. It is impossible not to em- 
pathize, however incompletely, with the 
agonies of the scourge, the crown of thorns, 
and the crucifixion itself, nor to rejoice, 
however imperfectly, when the pain of the 
atonement is complete, and Jesus willingly 
commends his spirit to God. And when 
Magdalene discovers the empty tomb, only 
a hardened cynic could fail to be moved by 
Christ’s ultimate victory. 

If there is any failing in the remainder 
of the series, it is that it glozes over too 
quickly Christ’s post-mortal ministry. It 
would have been nice to see, for example, 
the resurrected Jesus on the road to Em- 
maus, or his ministering to Peter and his 
associates when they try to resume their 
old livelihood as fishermen. 

But instead, doubtless in the interest 
of time, the series moves on through the 
rest of the New Testament, including the 
Day of the Pentecost, the conversion of 
Paul, the martyrdom of the disciples, and 
the eventual exile of John to the island of 
Patmos, where he has a final vision of the 
resurrected Christ before the credits role. 

Interestingly, the series tries to bridge 
sectarian differences, such that, for exam- 
ple, baptism is portrayed at times by im- 
mersion and at times by sprinkling. Bur- 
nett and Downey consulted a wide array of 
experts, both Christian and Jewish, in the 
planning of the miniseries, and the story 
manages to exude cultural verisimilitude 
while avoiding sectarian bias. 

The making of the movie touched many 
involved in the project, who came to be- 
lieve that they were participating in some- 
thing special. Morgado was especially sur- 
prised when, during the filming of a scene 
where his Jesus tells Nicodemus the Spirit 
is like the wind, a powerful wind sprang up 
suddenly. Making The Bible was “really a 
personal journey and a spiritual journey,” 
Morgado recalled. “ And it touched me, in 
a way that I’m still digesting. It didn’t end 
with the shooting. It’s still alive.” Hi 
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Boston Marathon 


Famed television star Fred Rogers, bet- 
ter known as Mister Rogers, once said, 
“When I was a boy and I would see scary 
things in the news, my mother would say 
to me, “Look for the helpers. You will al- 
ways find people who are helping.’” There 
is no better example of this than in the re- 
cent tragic Boston Marathon bombings. 

According to news reports following the 
bombings, many of the runners who had 
just completed a 26-mile run continued to 
run for several more miles to Massachusetts 
General Hospital in a rush to give blood. In 
fact, so many people rushed to give blood 
that many donors had to be turned away. 

The Red Cross for Eastern Massachu- 
setts posted a tweet on Twitter that read, 
“Due to the generosity of our donors we 
don’t need blood at this time.” 

And still, that did not stop the volun- 
teers from flooding the hospital, prompt- 
ing the Red Cross to send another tweet 
an hour later. 

“We do *NOT* need blood at this time. 
Please schedule a future donation,” it read. 

In fact, the Red Cross was so over- 
whelmed by the influx of donations that 
it was forced to “set up a diary to arrange 
appointments for all those queuing up to 
give blood,” reported the London Daily 
Telegraph. 

The flurry of help following the bomb- 
ing was so immediate and so overwhelming 
that it was nearly impossible to keep track 
of all those who offered their assistance. 

The Telegraph reported, “One man 
was caught on camera rushing straight to 
[the] site where the bomb had detonated, 
where bloodied people were lying dazed 
on the pavement. He ripped off his belt to 
make a tourniquet and stem the bleeding, 
before turning to assist other seriously- 
injured victims.” 

Another man was witnessed wheeling a 
woman in a wheelchair out of the danger 
zone before rushing back to the scene to 
offer further assistance. 

Carlos Arredondo was one of the people 
who rushed toward the carnage. “My first 
instinct was to just run across the street 
... and start helping out the people,” Ar- 
redondo recalled. 

He helped rescue Jeff Bauman, Jr., a 
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man who had lost both of his legs while 
cheering for his girlfriend at the finish line. 
After wrapping a tourniquet around Bau- 
man’s legs, Arredondo rushed him away 
from the explosion site in a wheelchair. 

The Guardian, another British news- 
paper, reported that Arredondo’s personal 
story is a rather dramatic one. His 20-year- 
old son was a Marine who was killed in Iraq, 
and Arredondo was so overwhelmed by this 
tragedy that he attempted to set fire to him- 
self inside a van, suffering severe burns in 
the process. A few years later, his other son, 
suffering from depression at the news of his 
brother’s death, hanged himself in despair. 
After enduring these tragedies, Arredondo 
became a peace campaigner in memory of 
his son. “As long as there are Marines fight- 
ing and dying in Iraq, I’m going to share 
my mourning with the American people,” 
he told the Guardian. 

Arredondo was at the Boston Marathon 
to cheer on a runner who was running in 
honor of his son. Arredondo was handing 
out American flags to spectators and wore 
two buttons on his shirt, with photographs 
of his two children. It was then that the 
bombs went off, and Arredondo sprung 
into action. 

A photo of Arredondo in his cowboy hat 
running alongside the victim in a wheel- 
chair has become an iconic image from the 
bombings. 

Retired football star Joe Andruzzi, who 
won the Superbowl] three times with the 
New England Patriots, had been hosting 
a charity cancer event for his foundation 
on the same street where the bombs deto- 
nated. Upon hearing the blasts, he ran to 
the scene to offer his help and was seen 
carrying victims away from the area. 

“T was just looking to help in any which 
way I can,” Andruzzi said. 

After being pressed for interviews, 
Andruzzi humbly issued a statement 
deflecting the attention. “I appreciate 
the interest in hearing our perspective 
on today’s horrific events,” he said in 
a statement, “[but] the spotlight should 
remain firmly on the countless individu- 
als — first responders, medics, EMTs, 
runners who crossed the finish line and 
kept on running straight to give blood, 
and the countless civilians who did what- 
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ever they could to save lives. They were 
the true heroes.” 

But even before the Boston marathon, 
Andruzzi’s foundation helped provide 
treatment to children with brain cancer. 

A number of the runners in the marathon 
were doctors who rushed back and forth 
helping patients. Dr. David Carter, a sur- 
geon at Massachusetts General Hospital, 
who had already completed the marathon 
when the bombs went off, left the athletes’ 
recovery area for the hospital. “The mo- 
ment I walked into the emergency room 
and looked at the casualties, without even 
examining the patients in detail, I could 
just see the pattern of injury, and thought 
to myself, this is exactly like I was back in 
Iraq and Afghanistan.” 

Recognizing the need for shelter, people 
in the area opened up their homes to those 
who were stranded, while others offered 
transportation to those without transport, 
without accepting payment. 

According to the Telegraph, a Google 
document was created with offers that 
said things such as, “Located across the 
street from Mass General Hospital. I have 
a couch and an inflatable twin mattress for 
anyone who needs to stay.” 

Similarly, local restaurants offered free 
meals and shelter to those affected by the 
tragedy. Local restaurant owner El Pelon 
tweeted an open invite, “Open wifi, place 
to charge your phone, cold drinks, or just 
don’t want to be alone.” 

Pelon notes that his staff gave of them- 
selves willingly. “My coworkers and staff 
deserve a lot of credit: not one blinked when 
asked, not one went home when they could, 
those not working came in,” Pelon explained. 

When people commit atrocities such as 
that seen at the Boston Marathon, their in- 
tent is to make life miserable for the Amer- 
ican people. But instead, what emerge are 
moments of strength and great hope. 

Comedian Stephen Colbert dedicated the 
entire opening of The Colbert Report to the 
Boston bombing following the tragedy. He 
summarized the heroism of that now infa- 
mous day: “Here’s what I know; these ma- 
niacs may have tried to make life bad for the 
people of Boston, but all they can ever do is 
show just how good those people are.” il 

—RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Nullification: 
Ableman v. Booth and the Nature of the U.S. Constitution 


In 1854, Wisconsin rejected the federal Fugitive Slave Act, which mandated Northern states 
return Southern slaves, demonstrating both the validity and usefulness of nullification. 


His name lives on: Sherman Booth, the publisher of an abolitionist newspaper, became famous 
when he riled up an anti-slavery crowd prior to them freeing an imprisoned runaway slave. He 
was subsequently arrested for violating the federal Fugitive Slave Act. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


W 
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hen Georgia joined the Con- 
federacy and seceded from the 
union on January 29, 1861, a 


state convention explained the state’s rea- 
sons for separation. Georgia singled out 
Wisconsin’s Supreme Court for particular 
excoriation because this court had the te- 
merity to declare null and void within the 


state of Wisconsin the Fugitive Slave Act 
of 1850. This constitutionally valid federal 
law — a part of the Compromise of 1850 
between Southern states where slavery 
was legal and Northern states where it was 
not — required that runaway slaves, upon 
capture, be returned to their masters. The 
subsequent U.S. Supreme Court unani- 
mously upheld the constitutionality of this 
law, overturning the Wisconsin Supreme 
Court decision, the Georgia convention 
noted. Not only that, but Wisconsin’s “own 
local courts with equal unanimity (with 
the single and temporary exception of the 
supreme court of Wisconsin), sustained its 
constitutionality in all of its provisions.” 

The only factually inaccurate part of 
Georgia’s declaration was the word “‘tem- 
porary.” To this day, Wisconsin courts have 
refused to recognize the U.S. Supreme 
Court decision Ableman v. Booth as legiti- 
mate or binding on state courts. That 1859 
U.S. Supreme Court decision claimed to 
overrule the Wisconsin Supreme Court’s 
1854 decision In Re: Booth, which de- 
clared the federal Fugitive Slave Act of 
1850 unconstitutional. According to the 
Wisconsin court system today, “The U.S. 
Supreme Court overturned that decision 
but the Wisconsin Supreme Court refused 
to file the U.S. Court’s mandate upholding 
the fugitive slave law. That mandate has 
never been filed.” The Wisconsin decision 
on the Fugitive Slave Act is the one in- 
stance of successful state judicial nullifica- 
tion of federal law that still stands in a state. 

The Booth cases brought into focus 
two of the key issues of the day: Whether 
the U.S. Constitution was a confedera- 
tion of states that permanently protected 
slavery or a freedom document that tem- 
porarily recognized slavery as a legacy 
of colonial times, and whether the U.S. 
Supreme Court was, or the states were, 
the final arbiter of infringements of the 
U.S. Constitution. 
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The Booth Controversy 

The Booth controversy began when Wis- 
consin abolitionist Sherman Booth pub- 
lished editorials in his newspaper and 
made public speeches to help liberate 
escaped Missouri slave Joshua Glover 
from a Wisconsin jail in 1854. Booth was 
later prosecuted under the federal Fugi- 
tive Slave Act of 1850 for “aiding and 
abetting” the escape of Glover, who fled 
to freedom in Canada after a mob sympa- 
thetic to Glover broke down the door of 
the Milwaukee jail where he was detained. 

Booth himself turned out to be a less- 
than-sympathetic historical figure, later 
standing trial for seducing the underage 
babysitter of his children. Though the jury 
acquitted him, his wife didn’t believe him 
and divorced him. But the case he created, 
nevertheless, continues to create ripples 
throughout American history. 

Though Booth did not personally partic- 
ipate in the assault on the jail where Glover 
was being held, he touted it in his newspa- 
per and incited a crowd in a public speech 
that set the mob upon the jail. Booth’s at- 
torney appealed to the state courts with a 
habeas corpus petition, charging that U.S. 
Marshall Stephen Ableman had illegally 
and unconstitutionally imprisoned him 
within the territorial boundaries of the 
state of Wisconsin. The Wisconsin Su- 
preme Court granted Booth’s habeas pe- 
tition in 1854, and unanimously declared 
the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 null and 
void because it unconstitutionally federal- 
ized slave-catching. 

The Wisconsin decision cheered aboli- 
tionists across the nation, with Massachu- 
setts Senator Charles Sumner leading the 
praise of the Wisconsin court. “This very 
act is an assumption by Congress of power 
not delegated to it under the Constitution, 
and an infraction of rights secured to the 
States,” the Republican argued in a Senate 
speech February 23, 1855. 


Show me, Sir, if you can, the clause, 
sentence, or word, in the Constitu- 
tion, which gives to Congress any 
power to legislate on the subject. I 
challenge honorable Senators to pro- 
duce it. I fearlessly assert it cannot be 
done. The obligations imposed by the 
“fugitive” clause, whatever they may 
be, rest upon the States, and not upon 
Congress.... And now, almost while 
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I speak, comes the solemn judgment 
of the Supreme Court of Wisconsin 
— a sovereign State of this Union — 
made after elaborate argument, on 
successive occasions, before a single 
Judge, and then before the whole 
bench, declaring this act to be a vio- 
lation of the Constitution. 


Whereas Article I of the Constitution ex- 
plains the powers of Congress, Article 
IV of the Constitution explains the ob- 
ligation of states. Article IV, Section 2 
of the U.S. Constitution charges states 
with catching slaves and other fugitives 
that had escaped from other states, and 
returning them: 


A person charged in any state with 
treason, felony, or other crime, who 
shall flee from justice, and be found 
in another state, shall on demand of 
the executive authority of the state 
from which he fled, be delivered up, 
to be removed to the state having ju- 
risdiction of the crime. 

No person held to service or labor 
in one state, under the laws thereof, 
escaping into another, shall, in con- 
sequence of any law or regulation 
therein, be discharged from such ser- 
vice or labor, but shall be delivered 
up on claim of the party to whom 
such service or labor may be due. 


Defending states against 
federal usurpation: Wisconsin 
Supreme Court Justice Abram 
D. Smith defended the rights 
of states to maintain their 

own laws in the case of /n Re: 
Booth, asserting the federal 
government cannot abuse 

the U.S. Constitution with 
impunity. His defiance of the 
unconstitutional federal law — 
a process called nullification 
— still stands in the Wisconsin 
judicial system. 


Thus, when the Congress took up the 
issue in 1793, the Fugitive Slave Act of 
1793 simply claimed, “It shall be the duty 
of the executive authority of the state or 
territory to which such person shall have 
fled, to cause him or her to be arrested 
and secured,” and gave slave owners and 
their slave catchers a cause in federal 
court to arrange the return of their slaves 
to the state where they were originally 
held in slavery. 


The State of the States 

By the time the U.S. Constitution had 
been adopted, nearly all of the Northern 
states had passed laws guaranteeing an 
eventual abolition of slavery. Vermont 
banned slavery in 1777, during the War 
for Independence and before it was even 
a state. Connecticut, Rhode Island, and 
Pennsylvania had already passed laws on 
gradual abolition before the 1787 con- 
stitutional convention. New Hampshire 
didn’t bother with abolishing slavery 
since nearly all of its slaves were eman- 
cipated after serving in the Continental 
Army during the War for Independence. 
By 1810, the U.S. Census recorded no 
slaves in New Hampshire. New York and 
New Jersey passed gradual abolition laws 
in 1799 and 1804, respectively. Massa- 
chusetts courts proclaimed all slaves free 
in the 1784 Quock Walker cases, saying 
that the 1780 state constitution written 
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few state governments showed 


ity to the fugitive slave clause, 
hern states demanded a more 
nechanism for the return of their 


by John Adams freed slaves, proclaiming 
that “all men are born free and equal.” 
In Commonwealth v. Jennison, slave 
Quock Walker applied for his freedom, 
and the state of Massachusetts charged his 
former master, Nathaniel Jennison, with 
criminal battery for beating Walker and 
trying to return him to slavery. Jennison 
was convicted of criminal battery, and 
Walker was freed in the criminal case. A 
separate jury in a civil suit said Jennison 
had to grant financial damages to Walker 
for the beating. Massachusetts Chief Jus- 
tice William Cushing — later nominated 
to serve on the first U.S. Supreme Court by 
George Washington — summed up the at- 
titude of the American Revolution toward 
slavery in his instructions to the jury in the 
1784 Commonwealth v. Jennison case: 


As to the doctrine of slavery and the 
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Fugitive — 
The Slave-hunter is among us! 


AN ARDENT IS PLANNED FOR TOIT 


right of Christians to hold 
Africans in perpetual ser- 
vitude, and sell and treat 
them as we do our horses 
and cattle, that (it is true) 
has been heretofore coun- 
tenanced by the Province 
Laws formerly, but no- 
where is it expressly en- 
acted or established. It has 
been a usage — a usage 
which took its origin from 
the practice of some of the 
European nations, and the regulations 
of British government respecting the 
then Colonies, for the benefit of trade 
and wealth. But whatever sentiments 
have formerly prevailed in this partic- 
ular or slid in upon us by the example 
of others, a different idea has taken 
place with the people of America, 
more favorable to the natural rights of 
mankind, and to that natural, innate 
desire of Liberty, with which Heaven 
(without regard to color, complex- 
ion, or shape of noses-features) has 
inspired all the human race. And 
upon this ground our Constitution of 
Government, by which the people of 
this Commonwealth have solemnly 
bound themselves, sets out with de- 
claring that “all men are born free 
and equal” — and that every subject 
is entitled to liberty, and to have it 
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guarded by the laws, as well as life 
and property — and in short is totally 
repugnant to the idea of being born 
slaves. This being the case, I think 
the idea of slavery is inconsistent 
with our own conduct and Constitu- 
tion; and there can be no such thing 
as perpetual servitude of a rational 
creature, unless his liberty is forfeited 
by some criminal conduct or given up 
by personal consent or contract. 


Despite this new attitude toward freedom 
and against slavery after the American 
Revolution, Northern states regularly en- 
forced the first fugitive slave law for about 
40 years after adoption of the U.S. Consti- 
tution. But by the 1830s, Northern states 
had gradually tired of returning slaves to 
captivity. A few state governments showed 
open hostility to the fugitive slave clause, 
and Southern states demanded a more ef- 
fective mechanism for the return of their 
citizens’ “property” as the Underground 
Railroad ramped up. 


Countrywide Compromise 

The result of that constitutional impasse 
— where Southern states refused to honor 
humanity and abolish slavery, while 
Northern states refused to honor their con- 
stitutional obligations to return fugitive 
slaves — was the Compromise of 1850, 
which involved multiple compromises: It 
continued the Missouri Com- 
promise (which decided slavery 
would be prohibited in most 
Western territories); banned the 
slave trade but not slavery itself 
in Washington, D.C.; settled a 
dispute over the Texas border; 
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catchers, criminalized federal 
officials if they did not actively 
collect slaves, and bribed those 


Abolitionist conspirators: While the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 violated the U.S. Constitution by federalizing 
slave catching and violating the Bill of Rights, abolitionist organizers in Boston and elsewhere used printed 
broadsides to organize illegal assaults on federal jails to provoke a federal response. 
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federal officials with a $5 bounty 
for every slave they found ($400 
in today’s money). Those alleged 
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Charles Sumner: Massachusetts Republican Senator Charles Sumner, a militant abolitionist, took 
note of the unconstitutional nature of the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 and Wisconsin’s resistance 
to that law in the Booth case. 


to be escaped slaves were returned without 
a habeas corpus hearing or trial by jury. 
Non-judicial federal commissioners were 
charged with determining the return of al- 
leged slaves, and the accused were prohib- 
ited from testifying upon their own behalf. 

The Wisconsin Supreme Court declared 
the federal Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 un- 
constitutional in the case of In Re: Booth, 
according to the court, “because it does 
not provide for a trial by jury of the fact 
that the alleged fugitive owes service to 
the claimant by the laws of another State, 
and of his escape therefrom,” because it 
unconstitutionally conferred on federal 
commissioners judicial powers, because it 
denied fugitive slaves due process (“any 
person alleged to be a fugitive may be ar- 
rested and deprived of his liberty ‘without 
due process of law’”), and because “Con- 
gress has no constitutional power to legis- 
late on that subject.” The Wisconsin court 
noted: “We are aware that it has been said 
that slaves are not persons in the sense in 
which that term is used in the amendment 
to the Constitution above referenced to 
[the rights to due process and trial by jury 
guaranteed by the Fifth and Sixth Amend- 
ments]. But this, admitting it to be true, 
does not affect the question under consid- 
eration, as persons who are free are liable 
to be arrested and deprived of their liberty 
by virtue of this act, without having had a 
trial by a jury of their peers.” 

The kidnapping of free black men and 
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women was no straw-man argument by 
the Wisconsin justices. Kidnapping free 
blacks had been a fairly common practice, 
and one that had received treatment in the 
U.S. Supreme Court a decade earlier in the 
1841 Amistad decision. 

In the Amistad case, a group of Af- 
ricans had been illegally kidnapped in 
Africa by Portuguese pirates and sold to 
Spanish slave-masters in Havana. Since 
Spain, Portugal, and the United States 
had all abolished the international slave 
trade a generation before the 1839 kid- 
napping, the act was clearly illegal. The 
black slaves rebelled on a transport trip to 
Santo Domingo, and eventually ran their 
ship — the Amistad — aground on Long 
Island, New York. The Spanish embassy 
demanded the return of the slaves to their 
politically connected Spanish citizens. 
But U.S. Supreme Court Associate Justice 
Joseph Story (ironically, a Massachusetts 
man who served as Cushing’s replacement 
on the latter’s retirement from the U.S. 
Supreme Court) proclaimed that “these 
negroes are not slaves, but are kidnapped 
Africans, who, by the laws of Spain itself, 
are entitled to their freedom, and were 
kidnapped and illegally carried to Cuba, 
and illegally detained and restrained on 
board the Amistad.” Interestingly, Chief 
Justice Roger Taney — who later ruled in 
the Dred Scott case that a black man, even 
a free black man, can never have access 
to federal courts — signed on to Story’s 


opinion in the Amistad case granting the 
Africans their day in court, a court that in- 
cluded full jury trial. 

The Wisconsin Supreme Court had sim- 
ply ruled in its Booth case, In Re: Booth, 
that free black men should have their day 
in court, as required by the Fifth and Sixth 
Amendments of the U.S. Constitution. 
Moreover, Justice Abram D. Smith ob- 
served for the Wisconsin court that under 
the Fugitive Slave Act “the rights, inter- 
ests, feelings, dignity, sovereignty, of the 
free States are as nothing, while the mere 
pecuniary interests of the slaveholder are 
everything.” 

Southern states explicitly referred to 
Northern nullification efforts against the 
Fugitive Slave Act as their primary reason 
for secession in 1860-61. In its “Declara- 
tion of the Immediate Causes Which In- 
duce and Justify the Secession of South 
Carolina from the Federal Union,” South 
Carolina complained: 


The States of Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Wisconsin and Iowa, have 
enacted laws which either nullify 
the Acts of Congress or render use- 
less any attempt to execute them.... 
They have encouraged and assisted 
thousands of our slaves to leave their 
homes; and those who remain, have 
been incited by emissaries, books 
and pictures to servile insurrection... 
This sectional combination for the 
submersion of the Constitution, has 
been aided in some of the States by 
elevating to citizenship, persons who, 
by the supreme law of the land, are 
incapable of becoming citizens. 


Every other state that published an official 
declaration of the reasons for secession — 
Georgia, Mississippi, and Texas — also 
focused upon nullification of the Fugitive 
Slave Act as their main reason for seced- 
ing. And while Georgia and Texas men- 
tioned other grievances against the North 
in addition to the fugitive slave issue, such 
as the tariff and lack of aid in fighting Indi- 
an tribes, South Carolina and Mississippi 
limited their complaint to nullification of 
fugitive slave laws alone. 

The Southern complaints about nullifi- 
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cation of the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 
were accurate. Each Northern state found 
its own way to make the federal law in- 
effectual. The Vermont legislature nulli- 
fied the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 within 
weeks of its enactment, passing its own 
“Habeas Corpus Law” in November 1850, 
which required extensive habeas corpus 
hearings for fugitive slaves and a jury trial 
before extradition, and essentially banned 
state officials from cooperating with the 
anti-habeas Fugitive Slave Act. 

In Massachusetts, members of the radi- 
cal Boston Vigilance Committee liberat- 
ed fugitive slave Shadrach Minkins from 
a federal jail, and U.S. Secretary of State 
Daniel Webster — a former U.S. sena- 
tor from Massachusetts — was unable to 
obtain a single conviction under the Fu- 
gitive Slave Act of 1850 after the perpe- 
trators were caught. Webster personally 
led one of the prosecutions, but public 
sentiment in New England against slav- 
ery was so strong that jury nullification 
became commonplace on slavery issues. 
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Flight to freedom: This street corner in Milwaukee was once the si 


Most other Northern states 
passed “Personal Liberty 
Laws” that exempted state 
and local officials — as well 
as ordinary citizens — from 
liability when helping es- 
caped slaves. 


Justice Judgments 

U.S. Supreme Court Chief Justice Roger 
Taney ruled in his written opinion for the 
court in the 1859 Ableman v. Booth case 
that the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 was 
constitutional because of the “necessary 
and proper” clause of Article I, Section 8 
of the U.S. Constitution, but — tellingly 
— he neglected to cite the underlying fed- 
eral power it was “necessary and proper” 
to legislate upon. 

Of course, Taney had explained why he 
believed that African-Americans needed 
no protection of habeas corpus or trial by 
jury three years earlier in the Dred Scott 
decision. In that 1856 case, he ruled that 
even free black men can have no access to 
courts or trials in the United States. Taney 
revealed an entirely different idea of the 
language about all men being “created 
equal” in the Declaration of Independence 
in the Dred Scott decision: 


The general words above quoted 
would seem to embrace the whole 
human family, and if they were used 


ile a — ———— 


ite of the courthouse where 


runaway slave Joshua Glover was jailed. A mob of some 5,000, inspired by Sherman Booth, broke 
into the jail and set him free. Glover escaped by sailing up Lake Michigan to freedom in Canada. 
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in a similar instrument at this day 
would be so understood. But it is too 
clear for dispute that the enslaved 
African race were not intended to 
be included, and formed no part of 
the people who framed and adopted 
this declaration, for if the language, 
as understood in that day, would 
embrace them, the conduct of the 
distinguished men who framed the 
Declaration of Independence would 
have been utterly and flagrantly in- 
consistent with the principles they 
asserted, and instead of the sym- 
pathy of mankind to which they so 
confidently appealed, they would 
have deserved and received univer- 
sal rebuke and reprobation. 


Taney held in Dred Scott of all black men, 
“He was bought and sold, and treated as an 
ordinary article of merchandise and traffic 
whenever a profit could be made by it. This 
opinion was at that time fixed and universal 
in the civilized portion of the white race.... 
And, accordingly, a negro of the African 
race was regarded by them as an article of 
property, and held, and bought and sold as 
such, in every one of the thirteen colonies 
which united in the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence and afterwards formed the Constitu- 
tion of the United States.” 

Taney’s assertion in Dred Scott that no 
state allowed black people the vote and 
full citizenship was demonstrably false. 
Massachusetts’ Quock Walker cases, 
which abolished slavery four years be- 
fore the Constitution took effect, proved 
his statement untrue. Quock Walker had 
access to the courts, and had gained full 
citizenship rights — including the right 
to vote. And — as mentioned above — 
most of the other Northern states had 
already set upon the path toward abol- 
ishing slavery at the time of adoption of 
the U.S. Constitution. Some other New 
England states had also allowed African- 
Americans the right to vote at the time of 
adoption of the U.S. Constitution, a fact 
emphasized by Associate Justice Benja- 
min Curtis in his dissent. 

Taney’s words in Dred Scott were nev- 
ertheless echoed by the seceding South- 
ern states seven years later, when Texas 
claimed in its declaration of the causes of 
secession that the Constitution was “es- 
tablished exclusively by the white race, 
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for themselves and their posterity; that the 
African race had no agency in their estab- 
lishment” and “that the servitude of the 
African race, as existing in these States, is 
mutually beneficial to both bond and free.” 

Taney claimed in Ableman v. Booth 
that states had no right to oppose even un- 
constitutional laws, claiming instead that 
the Supreme Court alone had the power 
to declare a statute enacted by Congress 
unconstitutional: 


The sovereignty to be created was to 
be limited in its powers of legislation, 
and if it passed a law not authorized 
by its enumerated powers, it was not 
to be regarded as the supreme law of 
the land, nor were the State judges 
bound to carry it into execution. And 
as the courts of a State, and the courts 
of the United States, might, and in- 
deed certainly would, often differ as 
to the extent of the powers conferred 
by the General Government, it was 
manifest that serious controversies 
would arise between the authorities 
of the United States and of the States, 
which must be settled by force of 
arms, unless some tribunal was creat- 
ed to decide between them finally and 
with out appeal. The Constitution has 
accordingly provided, as far as human 
foresight could provide, against this 
danger. And in conferring judicial 
power upon the Federal Government, 
it declares that the jurisdiction of its 
courts shall extend to all cases aris- 
ing under “this Constitution” and the 
laws of the United States — leaving 
out the words of restriction contained 
in the grant of legislative power which 
we have above noticed. The judicial 
power covers every legislative act of 
Congress, whether it be made within 
the limits of its delegated powers, or 
be an assumption of power beyond 
the grants in the Constitution. 


Of course, even though the Supreme Court 
is granted jurisdiction to declare laws un- 
constitutional, nowhere in the Constitution 
is this jurisdiction explicitly declared to be 
exclusive. This explains why the Consti- 
tution’s primary author, James Madison, 
along with Thomas Jefferson, authored the 
Virginia and Kentucky resolutions in 1798. 
Those resolutions asserted that states were 
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All women are equal too: Before the 1784 Quock Walker cases, Massachusetts slave Elizabeth 


Freeman sued for her freedom under John Adams’ state constitution that said “all men are 
born free and equal.” Her lawyer Theodore Sedgwick (right), later a Federalist congressman, 
successfully argued in 1781 that Freeman should be liberated. 


the ultimate authority in determining the 
constitutionality of a law passed by Con- 
gress, the latter document noting of the 
U.S. Constitution that “the several states 
who formed that instrument, being sov- 
ereign and independent, have the unques- 
tionable right to judge of its infraction; and 
that a nullification, by those sovereignties, 
of all unauthorized acts done under colour 
of that instrument, is the rightful remedy.” 

Moreover, nowhere does the Constitu- 
tion require states or individuals to fol- 
low unconstitutional laws until such time 
as they are declared unconstitutional by 
federal courts. Thus, Wisconsin Justice 
Abram Smith responded for the State of 
Wisconsin in Ableman that he would never 
accept as a reality that 


an officer of the United States, armed 
with process to arrest a fugitive from 
service, is clothed with entire immu- 
nity from state authority; to commit 
whatever crime or outrage against 
the laws of the state; that their own 
high prerogative writ of habeas cor- 
pus shall be annulled, their author- 
ity defied, their officers resisted, 
the process of their own courts con- 
temned, their territory invaded by 
federal force, the houses of their citi- 
zens searched, the sanctuary or their 
homes invaded, their streets and pub- 
lic places made the scenes of tumul- 


tuous and armed violence, and state 
sovereignty succumb — paralyzed 
and aghast — before the process of 
an officer unknown to the constitution 
and irresponsible to its sanctions. At 
least, such shall not become the deg- 
radation of Wisconsin, without meet- 
ing as stern remonstrance and resis- 
tance as I may be able to interpose, 
so long as her people impose upon me 
the duty of guarding their rights and 
liberties, and maintaining the dignity 
and sovereignty of their state. 


At issue in the Ableman v. Booth case was 
the very nature of the U.S. Constitution. 
Was the U.S. Constitution a confedera- 
tion created by the states, who ratified the 
document and were the ultimate judges of 
infractions of its provisions? Or was the 
United States a nation where states were 
mere provinces in a consolidated govern- 
ment and where courts alone could pro- 
vide a check against a runaway Congress? 

While many Americans will assert that 
the states’ right to judge infractions of 
the U.S. Constitution was decided by the 
American Civil War, Wisconsin and its 
Supreme Court remain the one Northern 
state that asserts that radically different 
vision of America. And the Wisconsin 
court’s vision was clearly enunciated 55 
years earlier by Thomas Jefferson and 
James Madison. @ 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Fed Up 


CBS13 out of Sacramento, California, 
reported on April 8 that a business owner 
decided enough was enough and fought 
back against some crooks who were re- 
peatedly burglarizing his business. “This 
is my property; I’m going to defend it,” 
Darin Fowler told CBS13 about his busi- 
ness, Air Cooled Unlimited. Burglars had 
cut the fence surrounding his business and 
stolen valuable equipment and metal 15 
times, according to Fowler. “They were 
taking chain saws, weed eaters, lawn 
mowers. They would remove complete 
generator heads off generators,” he said. 
In response, Fowler invested his money 
on new fencing and surveillance cameras, 
but they only recorded the suspects’ blur- 
ry images, and the burglars kept coming 
back. It was then that Fowler and some of 
his employees decided to “stick around” 
and try to catch the criminals in the act. 
Fowler and his associates were asleep on 
concrete behind the shop around 3:30 a.m. 
on Saturday when they were awakened by 
noises. Fowler witnessed a burglar physi- 
cally “yanking units through the fence.” 

Fowler, who has a concealed weapons 
permit, confronted the intruder and aimed 
his gun at the thief. “As soon as he saw 
the gun he was very compliant,” Fowler 
told CBS13. Fowler ordered the suspect 
to the ground, where he remained until the 
authorities arrived and he was taken into 
custody. Police searched the home of the 
suspect and found the stolen equipment. 
The investigation resulted in the arrest of 
another man involved in the thefts. Fowler 
was grateful that all of his hard work fi- 
nally paid off. “Two-and-a-half months 
of seeing this guy on video, and I finally 
caught him,” said Fowler. Fowler also 
added that this gave him some “closure” 
and that he can now relax and also “get 
back to work.” 


Thank God 


Cheryl and Christopher Blanc lived through 
a nightmare around 4:15 a.m. on April 11, 
when two people broke into their Heath, 
Ohio, home. The Newark Advocate report- 
ed that the couple was awakened when their 
dog, which was sleeping at the foot of their 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: “EERE, Eee. 


bed, began growling and ran into another 
room. Chery] lifted her head and saw a man 
standing in the house with a flashlight. She 
screamed in terror, and her husband jumped 
out of bed, grabbed his pistol, and opened 
fire in the direction of the would-be robber. 
A bullet from his gun lodged in the door 
frame of the room. More than one burglar 
fled the home as soon as shots were fired. 
They sped into a nearby wooded area and 
are still being sought by authorities. Cheryl 
shared the traumatic feeling of what it’s 
like to have your home victimized. “I al- 
ways thought, “This will never happen to 
me, and it did.... [Now I’m] afraid to go to 
sleep. Everything runs through your mind. 
It’s just frightening.” 

Chery] also expressed her gratitude for 
the right to bear arms for self-defense: “I 
just thank God we have the right to bear 
arms to protect ourselves.” Cheryl also 
said that she plans to replace a glass door 
that was kicked in with something stur- 
dier. “No glass in the doors.... A steel door 
sounds good to me.” 

Heath Police Department Detective 
Mark Phillips did say that the husband 
was within his rights to shoot at the intrud- 
ers. “The person was still well within the 
house when he fired the shot,” Det. Phil- 
lips told the Newark Advocate. 


Controversy in Chicago 


The Daily Herald reported on a growing 
controversy in Chicago where an inebri- 
ated Latino man was shot by an off-duty 
police officer after the man invaded the of- 
ficer’s house and physically assaulted the 
officer. Defense Attorney Gal Pissetzky 
claims that his client for the case, 20-year- 
old Kerin Ramirez, was just in the wrong 
place at the wrong time. Pissetzky claims 
that Ramirez was intoxicated when he en- 
tered the home of an off-duty police officer 
about 7 a.m. on Sept. 24, 2011. Pissetzky 
and Ramirez’ family claim that Ramirez 
was simply confused and thought he was 
re-entering the home of a nearby drink- 
ing party he was at earlier that night. The 
homeowner discovered Ramirez standing 
in a front hall inside his home near his 
four-year-old son. The resident yelled at 
Ramirez to leave, but Ramirez allegedly 


refused, tore off his shirt, and flexed his 
muscles at the officer. According to the of- 
ficer, Ramirez then charged him and body 
slammed him to the floor, began punching 
him, and fought with him for “an extended 
period of time” while the officer’s wife 
called 911. During the lengthy scuffle, a 
retired police officer who lived next door 
arrived and tried to assist with restraining 
Ramirez. Ramirez, who was a wrestler at 
Harper College at the time, gave the of- 
ficers the struggle of a lifetime. The fight 
went on for about 10 minutes as Ramirez’ 
amateur wrestling skills enabled him to 
get the better of the two law-enforcement 
professionals. 

The off-duty officer would later testify 
that Ramirez was “a much better fighter.” 
Realizing that he was not going to best 
Ramirez in a physical altercation, the of- 
ficer retrieved his service weapon and told 
Ramirez that he was a cop and had his gun. 
Ramirez still kept attacking and tossed the 
officer to the ground. It was at this point 
that the officer shot Ramirez in the abdo- 
men as Ramirez stood over him. All three 
men went to the hospital with injuries. 

Controversy over the case stirred up 
as family members and friends argued 
that racism was involved in the decision 
to press charges against Ramirez. Kerin’s 
mother, Nora Ramirez, and 70 protest- 
ers gathered outside the DuPage County 
courthouse to decry the court case against 
her son, who they say is being unfairly 
prosecuted. “In my opinion, the only thing 
Kerin is guilty of is being El Salvadoran,” 
said Julie Contreras of the League of Unit- 
ed Latin American Citizens. “What we 
seek is justice — and the truth,” Contreras 
said. “We do not want the DuPage County 
law enforcement agents — who may have 
an anti-Latino perspective — to think it’s 
open season for shooting Latinos.” 

State’s Attorney Robert Berlin defended 
the charges against Ramirez and said the 
charges “are supported by the evidence 
presented to the grand jury, and my office 
stands by those charges.... In every case 
we handle, charging decisions are based 
on the evidence, the facts of the case, and 
the applicable law. Those are the only con- 
siderations.” Hl 

— PATRICK KREY 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MAY 20, 2013 


Social Security Is Stricken: 
A COLA Tweak Won’t Cure It 


Item: The Hill newspaper for April 14 
reported: “A growing number of House 
Democrats are concerned that President 
Obama’s proposal to cut Social Security 
benefits will haunt the party at the polls 
in 2014. Although Democrats have long 
championed the retirement program, they 
say Obama’s plan to reduce payments for 
future beneficiaries through a chained 
consumer price index (CPI) has weakened 
their stance and opened the door for Re- 
publicans to vilify the president.” 

The Capitol Hill publication noted: “At 

issue is a provision of Obama’s 2014 bud- 
get proposal that would alter the inflation- 
adjustment formula governing payments 
for Social Security, among a long list of 
other federal programs. The adoption of 
the so-called ‘chained CPI’ would slow 
the rate of inflation over the long term, 
thereby reducing cost-of-living increases 
for future beneficiaries.” 
ITEM: The left-wing publication Mother 
Jones for April 12 noted, “President Barack 
Obama’s new budget has much of his own 
base up in arms,” in particular over pro- 
posed cuts to Social Security. “House Mi- 
nority Leader Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif. ) con- 
vened a meeting of House Democrats to 
hear a closed-door debate on the proposal, 
which would cost retirees hundreds of dol- 
lars a year by tying the growth of monthly 
Social Security benefits to a new, lower 
measure of inflation called chained CPI.” 

Among those quoted in opposition was 
Representative Sheila Jackson Lee (D- 
Texas), who “said she hopes her party 
doesn’t cave and line up behind the presi- 
dent. ‘This is so serious because ... it will 
last forever, she said. ‘If we institutional- 
ize the chained CPI, we will literally throw 
generations into poverty.” 

Pelosi “suggested that many in her cau- 
cus thought chained CPI should be pre- 
served as an option for making Social Se- 
curity solvent in the long run, not as a way 
to pay down the national debt.... [Nearly] 
every House Democrat who spoke to re- 
porters after the event suggested that, other 
criticisms aside, Obama’s chained CPI 
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proposal is bad politics. ‘Our brand is the 
party that brought you Social Security,’” 
said Representative Rush Holt (D-N.J.). 
CORRECTION: With the country facing 
some $48 trillion in unfunded obligations 
for its Social Security and Medicare en- 
titlement programs, current taxpayers, 
as well as generations hence, have much 
more vexing problems than whether So- 
cial Security cost-of-living adjustments 
(COLAs) are based on the current Con- 
sumer Price Index or the “chained CPI.” 

While there are legitimate arguments to 
be made over the importance and legitima- 
cy of making this technical change, what is 
at issue is the possibility that future recipi- 
ents of Social Security would find that their 
benefits would increase by 0.3 percent less 
than they might as currently projected. To 
do this would throw generations into pov- 
erty! Or so we are supposed to believe. 

In actuality, the left wing of the Democrat 
Party is concerned that it could lose leverage 
in potential budget negotiations by virtue of 
the fact that the president made a gesture 
akin, barely, to some proposals pushed by 
some Republicans. Whether this is good or 
bad for the country or the economy is one 
thing; whether it is good or bad politics is 
more important to many politicians. 

The Washington Post in mid-April fo- 
cused on this “less generous measure of 
inflation to annual increases in Social 
Security benefits.” (For the sake of this 
discussion, disregard the fact that an in- 


crease in the cost of living is not the same 
as inflation — which is an increase in the 
supply of money and credit that can cause 
prices to rise.) Using the chained CPI, over 
the long run, “would save enough to wipe 
out as much as 20 percent of the program’s 
75-year funding gap,” noted the Post. 

The 20-percent figure, from the long- 
range actuarial balance of Social Security, 
is taken from the 2012 Social Security 
Trustees report. The Congressional Bud- 
get Office has concluded that the adoption 
of the chained CPI would save $127 billion 
over a decade. While that sounds substan- 
tial, it doesn’t measure up to the program’s 
growing deficits — about $45 billion in 
2012 alone, and expected to reach $349 
billion (in 2012 dollars) by 2032. 

Many Democrats would rather run ads 
saying their Republican opponents want to 
throw Granny over the cliff rather than re- 
solve the problem. Their worry is that the 
president’s move, meager though it was, 
might dilute that message or have such at- 
tacks turned on them. 

The possibility of using a chained CPI 
has been discussed in such bodies as the 
Bowles-Simpson Commission, which 
dealt with fiscal responsibility and debt 
reduction. However, as was pointed out in 
the Post, “Obama’s decision to include it 
in his formal budget request — and House 
leaders’ decision to hold hearings with the 
hope of drafting bipartisan legislation — 
is plowing new ground.” 


41 


Social Security and other entitlements 
need more than a fix around the edges. 
David C. John, a senior research fellow in 
retirement security and financial institu- 
tions at the Heritage Foundation, who does 
see value in moving to the chained CPI, 
notes that the Social Security Administra- 
tion itself acknowledges that the program 
has been running deficits since 2010, and 
the program 


owes $11.3 trillion more in benefits 
over the next 75 years than it will re- 
ceive in payroll taxes. In order to pay 
all of its promised benefits, Social 
Security will require massive annual 
injections of funding in addition to 
what the program receives from pay- 
roll taxes. 

Social Security’s trust fund gives it 
the legal authority to receive general 
tax money to pay its benefits until 
about 2032. However, general revenue 
funds used to pay Social Security ben- 
efits would not be available to pay for 
anything else. That is why Social Se- 
curity is part of the spending debate. 
And after 2032, Social Security ben- 
efits would be cut by about 25 percent. 


In other words, without real reform, the 
problem will get much bigger. 

While some Democrats see a political 
advantage in being identified with Social 
Security, other prominent members of 
the party have recognized the program’s 
structural weaknesses. Former New York 
Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan was not 
shy about pointing out that the Trust Fund 
was being misrepresented (he called it in 
essence a box that contained only IOUs); 
he railed against the fact that it was raided 
for other government spending, which he 
referred to as “outright thievery.” 

Former South Carolina Democratic 
Senator Ernest Hollings similarly warned 
about the so-called securities in the Trust 
Fund. On October 13, 1989, he said, “In 
the next century ... the American people 
will wake up to the reality that those IOUs 
in the trust fund vault are a 21st century 
version of Confederate bank notes.” That 
future has now arrived, though many 
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Beating a sick horse: Protesters rally in front of the White House over planned cuts to Social 
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Security payments, even though keeping the program “as is” would soon lead to such monetary 
shortfalls in the program that it would require huge program cuts. 


Democrats (and Republicans) refuse to 
wake up and admit it. 

Even the 2000 budget during the Clin- 
ton administration acknowledged that 
these Trust Fund 


balances are available to finance fu- 
ture benefit payments and other Trust 
Fund expenditures — but only in a 
bookkeeping sense.... They do not 
consist of real economic assets that 
can be drawn down in the future 
to fund benefits. Instead, they are 
claims on the Treasury that, when 
redeemed, will have to be financed 
by raising taxes, borrowing from the 
public, or reducing benefits or other 
expenditures. The existence of large 
Trust Fund balances, therefore, does 
not, by itself, have any impact on the 
Government’s ability to pay benefits. 


The fund, in short, is bogus. Others, 
less blunt, refer to it as a polite fiction 
— though the damage it has caused is 
hardly a courteous gesture. The fund has, 
meanwhile, served to hide the size of the 
federal deficit — since the government 
borrows from it to pay its operational ex- 
penses. Then it replaces the funds with 


government bonds — in essence, IOUs. 

The fact that the left wing of the Demo- 
crat Party is angry at the president, how- 
ever, doesn’t mean that he has accidentally 
done something right, as one might imag- 
ine. He is just being a bit more surrepti- 
tious in his pretenses at economy, by at- 
tempting to give the impression that he is 
willing to consider aspects of a GOP plan. 
After all, his budget is widely seen as dead 
on arrival. Virtually no one expects him to 
“cut” Social Security without squeezing 
more out of the taxpayers. 

In addition, as has been noted by eco- 
nomic analyst Dan Mitchell, the president’s 
overall budget “whiffs on entitlement re- 
form,” not even taking a stab at Medicare 
or Medicaid, as the House budget does. 
Obama, writes Mitchell, “would slightly re- 
duce cost-of-living adjustments for Social 
Security, but that would be a substitute for 
the reforms that are needed to both control 
costs and give workers the option to boost 
retirement income with personal accounts.” 

Use of the chained CPI doesn’t mean 
that the country would save the explod- 
ing entitlement problem. More properly, 
it should be viewed as a tax increase. The 
chained CPI would would trim Social 
Security and other federal benefits, but it 
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A hollow offering: President Obama told Republicans that he will lower Social Security cost-of-living 
increases to help sustain the program — drawing lots of flak. But in truth this is likely a negotiation 
ploy. He'll offer cuts in exchange for new taxes. The taxes will happen, and the cuts won't. 


would also raise federal taxes, since these 
are tied to the rate of “inflation.” Each 
year, the percentage tax brackets are ad- 
justed upwards by the “inflation” rate. If 
they were tied to the chained CPI, they 
“would adjust upward more slowly using 
the chained CPI, meaning higher taxes,” 
as was noted recently by U.S. News & 
World Report. According to the CBO, 
using the chained index would produce a 
$340 billion swing in deficits in a decade, 
or about $127 billion in lower Social Secu- 
rity COLA payments, some $38 billion in 
other federal COLAs, around $51 billion 
in estimated deficit reduction, and an in- 
crease of $124 billion in federal taxation. 
As Chris Edwards of the Cato Institute 
put it in 2011, the chained CPI would create 
a “large tax increase over the long run. And 
it would be an invisible annual tax increase 
on families and voters because there would 
be no obvious changes in their tax forms.” 
The discussion over this technical cor- 
rection also tends to draw attention away 
from an even larger matter — that of the 
huge increase in the number of Americans 
receiving disability payments from the So- 
cial Security program. Few in Washington 
seem willing to make an issue of this, lest 
they be viewed as attacking the disabled. 
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But there is more involved here than an 
aging population and a fragile economy. 

Writing in Forbes for January 14, 2013, 
Richard Finger observed: Since Obama 
entered the White House in January of 
2009 and September 2012, 


5.9 million people have been added 
to the SSDI or Social Security Dis- 
ability program. That compares with 
less than 2.5 million jobs created 
during the same period. According 
to Social Security Administration 
data, currently including spouses and 
children, SSDI rolls have swollen to a 
bloated 10.9 million. A record one in 
fourteen workers is now on the SSDI 
dole. It’s like checking in a hotel and 
never leaving. 

Of the 653,877 souls that departed 
the program in 2011, 36% departed 
by being gracious enough to die, 
while 52% reached retirement age 
and seamlessly switched to other 
benefits. Only 6% returned to work 
and 3.6% exited the program due to 
medical improvement. 

According to the Congressional 
Research Service, this program cost 
taxpayers $128.9 billion in 2011 and 
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was in deficit to the tune of $25.3 
billion. Funded by the 1.8% payroll 
tax and comprising nearly 18% of all 
Social Security spending, at current 
pace the trust fund may be exhausted 
by as early as 2015. 


In 2011, the federal government spent al- 
most $250 billion to pay about 16 percent 
of the workforce for some type of declared 
disability. Yet, as CNNMoney also report- 
ed in April, the program that is adminis- 
tered by Social Security is within two or 
three years of running out of money. 

When last we looked, 2016 was an elec- 
tion year — not generally the high sea- 
son for politicians to make courageous or 
even common-sensical decisions. Eventu- 
ally, this disability spending situation will 
force politicians, reported CNNMoney, 
“to either cut Social Security benefits, 
raise taxes or, most likely, dip into gen- 
eral Social Security funds for the money.” 

Those general funds, of course, are 
already bleeding red — because of gen- 
erations of over-promising politicians who 
have exhibited the gift of grab. They con- 
tinue to make pledges they cannot deliver. 
At the same time, they wish we would for- 
get earlier guarantees. For example, when 
Social Security was being started, the 
federal government published a pamphlet 
that declared outright about Social Secu- 
rity taxes: “And finally, beginning in 1949, 
12 years from now, you and your employer 
will each pay 3 cents on each dollar you 
earn, up to $3,000 a year. That is the most 
you will ever pay.” 

Jump ahead following decades of lying. 
The latest report of the Board of Trustees 
of the Social Security trust funds concludes 
there is a $20.5 trillion shortfall. In fact, 
that total represents more money than So- 
cial Security has taken in over all the years 
since its creation, as has been pointed out 
by MarketWatch, a Dow Jones subsidiary. 

The angst generated by even discussing 
the possibility of making a small change 
in cost-of-living increases for Social Secu- 
rity recipients does not augur well for the 
chances of more comprehensive reforms 
or alternatives. Mi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


The Role of Commander in Chief 


ith the recent saber 
rattling out of 
North Korea, it is 


wise to discuss who can take 
the nation into a conflict, and 
what limitations — if any — 
exist on the president’s role as 
“commander in chief.” 

Barack Obama isn’t the 
first occupant of the Oval 
Office who has delighted in 
being referred to as “com- 
mander in chief.” Like his 
recent predecessors, both 
Republican and Democrat, 
he would have the American 
people — even the rest of the 
world — believe that he pos- 
sesses unquestionable author- 
ity to unleash our nation’s powerful military forces at his sole 
discretion. And he has done so, for example, by deciding to take 
military action in Libya. But the fact that he is following in the 
footsteps of previous presidents does not necessarily mean that 
he is operating within the boundaries of the Constitution that he 
and his predecessors have taken an oath to uphold. 

The “commander in chief” title appears in Article I, Section 2 
of the Constitution, which states: “The President shall be Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, 
and of the Militia of the several States, when called into the 
actual Service of the United States.” This means simply that the 
president is chief commander of U.S. military forces, including 
the militia “when called into the actual service of the United 
States.” It confers no war-making power, as is made clear by Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8 of the Constitution, which assigns to Congress 
the power to “declare war.” And the same section also gives 
Congress the powers to “grant Letters of Marque and Reprisal,” 
“Make Rules concerning Captures on Land and Water,” “Raise 
and Support Armies,” “provide and maintain a Navy,” “make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of the land and naval 
Forces,” and “provide for calling forth the Militia to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel invasions.” 

In The Federalist, No. 69, Alexander Hamilton notes that 
the authority of the president as commander in chief amounts 
“to nothing more than the supreme command and direction of 
the military and naval forces, as first General and admiral of 
the Confederacy.” By contrast, Hamilton adds, the authority 
of “the British king extends to the declaring of war and to the 
raising and regulating of fleets and armies — all which, by 
the Constitution under consideration, would appertain to the 
legislature.” (Emphasis in original.) Put simply, the president 
is not a king — though presidents have been allowed to act as 
if they were kings. 
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Usurping the war-making 
powers of Congress, presi- 
dents have time and again 
plunged the country into the 
crucible of war without the 
required congressional decla- 
ration. The last time Congress 
declared war occurred imme- 
diately after Japan attacked 
Pearl Harbor on December 7, 
1941. No congressional dec- 
larations were issued for any 
subsequent military conflicts 
including Korea, Vietnam, 
Bosnia, Iraq, Afghanistan, 
and Libya. But no one doubts 
that these were wars. How did 
this happen? 

The answer begins with 
U.S. entry into the United Nations on July 28, 1945, followed by 
enactment of the little-known United Nations Participation Act 
(UNPA) on December 20, 1945. The United Nations Charter’s 
Article 25 states: “The Members of the United Nations agree 
to accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council in 
accordance with the present Charter.” That any senator would 
agree to that seems hard to believe, but 89 did. Then, UNPA’s 
Section 6 states: “The President shall not be deemed to require 
the authorization of Congress” to send American forces to carry 
out the decisions of the UN’s Security Council. Here is where 
expansions of the role of commander in chief began. America’s 
wars since 1945 have been fought under authorization suppos- 
edly supplied by the UN or its subsidiaries — NATO and (the 
now-defunct) SEATO. 

What should any American do about all of this? The obvi- 
ous answer begins with demanding that our nation withdraw 
from the United Nations. Repeal of the United Nations Partici- 
pation Act must follow. Both of these goals can be achieved 
through passage of Georgia Congressman Paul Broun’s H.R. 
75 currently before the House of Representatives. Americans 
who don’t want a president to send our forces into another un- 
declared war should contact their congressman and urge support 
for H.R. 75. Clipping the president’s ill-gotten wings via pas- 
sage of this measure will keep our nation out of more wars, slow 
down fraudulent reliance on the role of commander in chief, 
even repeal the United Nations Participation Act. 

Whoever resides in the White House is not supposed to be an 
all-powerful ruler who can create war, send forces to fight and 
die without congressional authorization, and centralize govern- 
ment power over the entire nation. Obviously, the limited mean- 
ing of the designation “commander in chief’ must become better 
known by all Americans who value freedom for themselves and 
independence for our nation. Hf 
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